
From: Clark, Karen
To: Darnell, Joseph
Subject: Re: Seismic data request
Date: Monday, November 13, 2017 1:35:24 PM

Hey Joe, just checking back in to see if you need anything from us on this... if so, please let
me know!

Thanks, Karen

Karen P. Clark
Deputy Regional Director
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service- Alaska Region
1011 E Tudor Rd, MS 374
Anchorage, AK 99503
karen clark@fws.gov
907.786.3542  office
907.786.3493  direct
907.786.3306  fax

On Wed, Nov 8, 2017 at 4:20 PM, Darnell, Joseph <joe.darnell@sol.doi.gov> wrote:
No, I haven't talked to them.  Good idea.

Joe

Joseph Darnell
Regional Solicitor
Alaska Region - Dept. of the Interior
Anchorage, Alaska
Direct Phone (907) 271-4118 / Main Office Phone (907) 271-4131
Fax (907) 271-4143 /  Mobile (907) 301-6687
joe.darnell@sol.doi.gov

On Wed, Nov 8, 2017 at 3:23 PM, Karen Clark <karen_clark@fws.gov> wrote:
Thanks Joe. Have you checked with BLM? Maybe they have some info?

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 8, 2017, at 11:59 AM, Darnell, Joseph <joe.darnell@sol.doi.gov> wrote:

Karen -

I am addressing some legal issues over use of the data.  I had a call from Stephanie who is
looking.  What I told her I would like to know is what if anything the permittee and the
participating companies were told by the Service about how the data was to be handled.  If FWS
doesn't have any remaining file, then I guess it doesn't have it.  b5 - AC
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Thanks for checking.

Joe   

Joseph Darnell
Regional Solicitor
Alaska Region - Dept. of the Interior
Anchorage, Alaska
Direct Phone (907) 271-4118 / Main Office Phone (907) 271-4131
Fax (907) 271-4143 /  Mobile (907) 301-6687
joe.darnell@sol.doi.gov

On Wed, Nov 8, 2017 at 11:27 AM, Karen Clark <karen_clark@fws.gov>
wrote:

Hey Joe- just checking back in on this one- do you have a suspense date for
this request?

Thanks, Karen

Karen P. Clark
Deputy Regional Director
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service- Alaska Region
karen_clark@fws.gov
907.786.3542  office
907.786.3493  direct
907.786.3306  fax

On Nov 7, 2017, at 8:37 AM, Karen Clark <karen_clark@fws.gov> wrote:

Hey Joe, I am helping to track down the information you
requested- just wondering what your turn around for this is?

Thanks, Karen

Karen P. Clark
Deputy Regional Director
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service- Alaska Region
karen_clark@fws.gov
907.786.3542  office
907.786.3493  direct
907.786.3306  fax

b5 - AC
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From: Arthur, Stephen
To: Leonetti, Crystal
Cc: Damberg, Doug; Joanna Fox
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 9:27:37 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I do have a couple
of similar images on my computer (attached). The two ground-level photos (pch1 and pch2)
are FWS file images; the aerial photo (pch and beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one that says “Wildlife” in
the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size of rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
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(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable Alaskan Associated
Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited, which makes
me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks Range in the
background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I looking in the wrong place? Can
you help?

Thanks,

Dan
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Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated
recipients named above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that you have received this communication in error, and that any
review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.
If you have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated Press
immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.
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From: Arthur, Stephen
To: Leonetti, Crystal
Cc: Damberg, Doug; Joanna Fox
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 9:47:06 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Crystal,

I did find a copy of the photo they requested, but it is not of very high quality. I don't know if
this will be sufficient. This one is also a FWS file photo.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:26 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:
Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I do have a
couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two ground-level photos (pch1
and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo (pch and beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one that says “Wildlife”
in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size of rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

0000002503



Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable Alaskan Associated
Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of ANWR.
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I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited, which makes
me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks Range in the
background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I looking in the wrong place? Can
you help?

Thanks,

Dan

 

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the
designated recipients named above. If the reader of this communication is not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this communication in
error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication
is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify
The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this
email. Thank you.

0000002505



0000002506



From: Crystal Leonetti
To: Arthur, Stephen
Cc: Damberg, Doug; Joanna Fox
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 9:49:05 AM
Attachments: image001.png

These are beautiful Steve, thank you for these!  Do you know which mountains are in the
background?  Joanna, if you do have the ones from the brochure, I'd like to pass those along as
well.  I'm sure Dan will love these.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 7:27 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:

Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I do
have a couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two ground-level
photos (pch1 and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo (pch and beaver) is
one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>
wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one that
says “Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size of
rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
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Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information
and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility.
Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the
government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on
Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable Alaskan
Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of
information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian
tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior
Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.
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We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited,
which makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks
Range in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I looking
in the wrong place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan

 

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of
the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this communication is
not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this
communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or
copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by
telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.
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From: Crystal Leonetti
To: Arthur, Stephen
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 9:50:00 AM

Thank you Steve!

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 7:46 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:

Crystal,

I did find a copy of the photo they requested, but it is not of very high quality. I
don't know if this will be sufficient. This one is also a FWS file photo.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:26 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov>
wrote:

Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I do
have a couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two ground-
level photos (pch1 and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo (pch and
beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one that
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says “Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size of
rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of
information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian
tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior
Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable Alaskan
Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of
information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of
Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the
Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)
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---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of
ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited,
which makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks
Range in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I
looking in the wrong place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan

 

<image001.png>

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
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[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of
the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this communication
is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received
this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you
have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated
Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email.
Thank you.

<pch3.jpg>
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 1 

National Congressional and Legislative Affairs Call  
October 30, 2017 

 
Items of general interest from HQ 

• Preparing for Senate ENR hearing on energy development in 1002 area in Arctic NWR, 
Greg Sheehan is testifying, mock hearings today and tomorrow 

• Senate Interior Appropriations hearing on FY18 budget has been postponed for a couple 
weeks, no rescheduled date yet 

• Last Friday, Lisa and Region 2 SAC met with Indian Affairs Committee staffers, and 
provided an overview on how we enforce the Indian Arts and Crafts Act 

• FISH Act hearing QFRs, now with OCL 
• Last week, House passed 2 ESA bills to overhaul sue and settle process, update public 

comment requirements, and prevent payments to 3rd parties, but it’s not likely to go 
anywhere in the Senate 

• This week, House is voting on Forest Management bill, which considers litigation for 
forest management projects and permit waivers for ESA activities. It’s likely to pass 
easily in the House. 

• Report to Congress for WRDA just sent out 
• FWS and other agencies signed MOU to further campaign to increase hunting and fishing 

recruitment 
• Recovery for America’s Wildlife Act likely to be introduced this week, which deals with 

offshore and onshore revenues for state wildlife action plans 
 
Items of general interest from Regions  
Region 2:  

• Lesli inviting district staffers to a mussel briefing, which will provide an overview of our 
research to identify mussel locations and needs for conservation 

Region 3:  
• Hosted staffers from House Interior Appropriations minority staffers at Minnesota Valley 

NWR, Rep. Betty McCullum (D-MN-4) attended and complimented the Service on our 
work in the area 

Region 4: 
• Developing hurricane overview materials that can be shared with appropriators and 

authorizers 
Region 5:  

• Bat week Hill events – 250 folks signed in for congressional reception, congressional 
briefing had standing room only. Thanks to Taylor for his support.  

• In honor of five-year anniversary of Hurricane Sandy, working on coastal adaptation 
outreach for hurricanes to the Sandy-affected delegation and how hurricane funding is 
being implemented 

Region 8:  
• Met with Rep. Amodei (R-NV-2) and state agency to discuss BLM land management 

plans, focusing on fires and destruction of sage grouse habitat 
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“Safe and environmentally responsible energy development in the ANWR coastal plain holds great
promise for our nation's energy security and ...

Flag as irrelevant

Maine Compass: Who really pays for tax cuts?
Kennebec Journal & Morning Sentinel
She showed her moxie and became a national celebrity, recognizing the ... oil drilling in the Arctic
National Wildlife Refuge, home to the Gwich'ins.

Flag as irrelevant

Who wants to kill the electric car again?
Salon
... and the resulting need to pump up government revenues, as an excuse to open up oil drilling in the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, even though all ...

Flag as irrelevant

These Unruly GOP Tax Factions Will Put Senate's Plan in
Question
Bloomberg
... gave her an enticement in the budget vehicle for the tax debate: a fast-track
vote to permit oil drilling in Alaska's Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.

Flag as irrelevant

Diane Brower: We must be stewards of the environment
Steamboat Pilot & Today
"The coastal plain of Arctic National Wildlife Refuge on Alaska's North Slope is one of the most
intact and untouched ecosystems in America.

Flag as irrelevant

Senate tax bill would keep credits for wind, solar and EVs
Midwest Energy News
A bill calling for at least two major lease sales in Alaska's Arctic National Wildlife Refuge would
generate $2 billion in oil and gas royalties over the ...

Flag as irrelevant

News From the Oil Patch, Nov. 14
hays Post
Alaska Republican Senator Lisa Murkowski introduced a bill that would open up the coastal plain of
the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge to oil and gas ...

Flag as irrelevant
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WEB

In Their Words: Scientists On Why the Arctic Refuge Must Remain Wild
National Audubon Society
The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge is remote and roadless, and few people have the opportunity to
visit. Even so, for decades Americans have stood ...

Flag as irrelevant

WCS Urges Senate Committee to Reject Arctic Refuge Drilling
Legislation
WCS Newsroom - Wildlife Conservation Society
“The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge is home to a wide variety of wildlife and roughly 700 kinds of
plants, 200 bird species, 47 mammal and 42 fish ...

Flag as irrelevant

ANWR Drilling Opponents Outline Battle Plan
Society of Environmental Journalists
"Senate opponents of drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge hope to convince their
colleagues over the next few weeks that energy ...

Flag as irrelevant

See more results |  Edit this alert

You have received this email because you have subscribed to Google Alerts.
Unsubscribe |  View all your alerts

 Receive this alert as RSS feed

Send Feedback
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From: Fox, Joanna
To: Crystal Leonetti
Cc: Arthur, Stephen; Damberg, Doug
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 10:17:06 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Which brochure are you referencing? I did not receive any attachments.

Cathy Curby is most familiar with our brochures and photo library. She is currently
volunteering for us on Wednesdays (working remotely from the east coast). I am copying her
in the event she can assist with this request first thing tomorrow morning. In the meantime I'll
see if I'm able to find anything.

Thank you,
Joanna

_________________________
Joanna L. Fox
Deputy Refuge Manager
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Avenue, Room 236
Fairbanks, AK  99701
(907) 456-0549

Follow us on Facebook! 
www.facebook.com/arcticnationalwildliferefuge

“Do what you can, with what you have, where you are.” -- Theodore Roosevelt

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:48 AM, Crystal Leonetti <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
These are beautiful Steve, thank you for these!  Do you know which mountains are in the
background?  Joanna, if you do have the ones from the brochure, I'd like to pass those along
as well.  I'm sure Dan will love these.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 7:27 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:

Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I do
have a couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two ground-
level photos (pch1 and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo (pch and
beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the brochure.

Steve
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Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one that
says “Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size of
rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of
information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian
tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior
Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable Alaskan
Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
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Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of
information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of
Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the
Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of
ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited,
which makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks
Range in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I
looking in the wrong place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan

 

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage
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(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of
the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this communication
is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received
this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you
have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated
Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email.
Thank you.

<pch and beaver.jpg>

<pch1.jpg>

<pch2.jpg>
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From: Arthur, Stephen
To: Crystal Leonetti
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 10:17:43 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Yes, the aerial photo of the Beaver is on the coastal plain. The mountains in the background of
the other photos are the Romanzof Mtns, or more generally, the Brooks Range.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:49 AM, Crystal Leonetti <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Pch and beaver photo: Is that on the coastal plain?

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 7:27 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:

Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I do
have a couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two ground-
level photos (pch1 and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo (pch and
beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one that
says “Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size of
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rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of
information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian
tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior
Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable Alaskan
Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of
information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of
Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the
Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
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Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of
ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited,
which makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks
Range in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I
looking in the wrong place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan

 

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]
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The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of
the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this communication
is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received
this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you
have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated
Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email.
Thank you.

<pch and beaver.jpg>

<pch1.jpg>

<pch2.jpg>
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From: Arthur, Stephen
To: Fox, Joanna
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 10:20:50 AM
Attachments: image001.png

It is the "A Sense of the Refuge" brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:16 AM, Fox, Joanna <joanna_fox@fws.gov> wrote:
Which brochure are you referencing? I did not receive any attachments.

Cathy Curby is most familiar with our brochures and photo library. She is currently
volunteering for us on Wednesdays (working remotely from the east coast). I am copying
her in the event she can assist with this request first thing tomorrow morning. In the
meantime I'll see if I'm able to find anything.

Thank you,
Joanna

_________________________
Joanna L. Fox
Deputy Refuge Manager
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Avenue, Room 236
Fairbanks, AK  99701
(907) 456-0549

Follow us on Facebook! 
www.facebook.com/arcticnationalwildliferefuge

“Do what you can, with what you have, where you are.” -- Theodore Roosevelt

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:48 AM, Crystal Leonetti <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
These are beautiful Steve, thank you for these!  Do you know which mountains are in the
background?  Joanna, if you do have the ones from the brochure, I'd like to pass those
along as well.  I'm sure Dan will love these.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 7:27 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:

Crystal,
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I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I
do have a couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two
ground-level photos (pch1 and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo
(pch and beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the
brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one
that says “Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size
of rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of
information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of
Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the
Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)
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On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable
Alaskan Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to
inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange
of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of
Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of
the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of
ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited,
which makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks
Range in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I
looking in the wrong place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan
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Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-
1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-
1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

<pch and beaver.jpg>

<pch1.jpg>

<pch2.jpg>
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From: Leonetti, Crystal
To: Fox, Joanna
Cc: Arthur, Stephen
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 10:20:58 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Sense of the Refuge booklet web.pdf

Hi Joanna,
Sorry about that.  I provided Dan Joling with the attached booklet and he was interested in the
two caribou herd photos.  Steve emailed me the one that they look like rice grains, so now I'm
only looking for the other one on page 3.

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-makers.
Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that
emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the
rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy
on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:16 AM, Fox, Joanna <joanna_fox@fws.gov> wrote:
Which brochure are you referencing? I did not receive any attachments.

Cathy Curby is most familiar with our brochures and photo library. She is currently
volunteering for us on Wednesdays (working remotely from the east coast). I am copying
her in the event she can assist with this request first thing tomorrow morning. In the
meantime I'll see if I'm able to find anything.

Thank you,
Joanna

_________________________
Joanna L. Fox
Deputy Refuge Manager
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Avenue, Room 236
Fairbanks, AK  99701
(907) 456-0549

Follow us on Facebook! 
www.facebook.com/arcticnationalwildliferefuge
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“Do what you can, with what you have, where you are.” -- Theodore Roosevelt

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:48 AM, Crystal Leonetti <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
These are beautiful Steve, thank you for these!  Do you know which mountains are in the
background?  Joanna, if you do have the ones from the brochure, I'd like to pass those
along as well.  I'm sure Dan will love these.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 7:27 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:

Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I
do have a couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two
ground-level photos (pch1 and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo
(pch and beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the
brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one
that says “Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size
of rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
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1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of
information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of
Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the
Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable
Alaskan Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to
inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange
of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of
Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of
the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of
ANWR.

0000002542



I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited,
which makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks
Range in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I
looking in the wrong place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan

 

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-
1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-
1500 and delete this email. Thank you.
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A National Response
Throughout the first half of the 
20th century, Americans became 
increasingly concerned about ecological 
problems including wide-spread 
deforestation, loss of wildlife, and air 
and water pollution.

This awakened a growing appreciation 
for wilderness, and a recognition 
that areas of wildness needed to be 
preserved or they would disappear.

One response to these concerns was the 
creation of a new conservation area in 
northeast Alaska: The Arctic National 
Wildlife Range was established in 1960. 

In 1980, the Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act redesignated 
the Range as part of the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge and enlarged 
the area. 

As the founders intended, Arctic 
Refuge preserves a wild region for 
us today and for our grandchildren 
tomorrow. 

Rivers were once thought to be a natural dumping 
grounds. The fish in the cartoon says, “And they 
complain because self respecting fish won’t live in 
their streams.” J.N. “Ding” Darling drew this cartoon 
in 1923.

a feeling of isolation and 
remoteness born of vast spaces”

William O. Douglas, U.S. Supreme Court Justice 1939-1975

Its Creation and Purposes

“

Courtesy of the Jay N. “Ding” Darling Society
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Summers of Life

A multiple-exposure photo shows the sun 
reaching its lowest point over the horizon around 
midnight on a summer’s eve.

Land of the Midnight Sun
Summer in the Arctic is short but the 
days are long. On the coastal plain, the 
sun circles the horizon 24 hours per 
day. It will not set from mid-May until 
late July. 

A lone grizzly bear searches 
for food in a sparse landscape.

Arctic poppy flower-heads turn toward 
the sun throughout each day as it 
moves across the sky.  This allows the 
plants to make use of the summer’s 24-
hour daylight. The satellite-dish shape 
of each flower concentrates the heat of 
the sun, raising the temperature of its 
developing seeds by as much as 10°F. 
This gives the poppy an important 
boost in the short growing season. 

A Swivelling Solar Oven 

For those two intense months, midday 
and midnight sun blend into one, and 
plants, animals, and people work hard 
to gather enough resources to survive 
the long winter season ahead. 

Plants and animals have adapted to 
these harsh conditions in a variety of 
surprising ways. 

Feel the wind as it rushes across the 
tundra and whips your hair. 
Be thankful for it. 
It has blown away the whine and sting 
of a million mosquitoes.
Lean into it. 
It will hold you. 

Kelsey Bearden, Refuge visitor

Arctic Poppy blossoms face the sun.
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At Home in the Cold

Darkness and Light
In stark contrast to the brief, bright 
summer, winter in the Arctic is long, 
dark, and cold. Along the northern 
edge of the Refuge, the sun does not 
show its face from late November 
until mid-January. In the depths of 
darkness, during the months around 
the winter solstice, dusky sunlight 
seeps over the horizon for only a few 
hours each day. 

The winter sun casts deep shadows over the southern 
portion of the Refuge.

Despite the lack of sunlight, it is not 
actually dark all the time. Dawn, 
blending into dusk, may last for hours; 
the winter moon, which, like the 
summer sun, circles overhead without 
setting, reflects off the expanse of snow 
and illuminates the long nights; and the 
aurora borealis—the northern lights—
occasionally glow in the starry sky. 

Northern lights dance across the night sky.

The moon is at its half phase, casting light 
and shadow on the snow-covered Romanzof 
mountains. The Hulahula ice field catches 
the red of the aurora. Amazing shapes form 
and disappear in the sky.”

Subhankar Banerjee, photographer and environmental educator

“

0000002553



0000002554



As the Seasons Change

Times of Flux
Spring and fall are intense times of 
activity and transition. Animals and 
birds migrate to and from this remote 
northeastern corner of Alaska in great 
numbers. Plants burst out with new 
green growth and later shut down for 
the long, dark winter. 

Jumpstart on Growth
The sun shines brightly during the 
lengthening days of April and May, 
but snow still grips the land. Aspen 
trees jumpstart their growth by 
making use of this early-season light. 
Unlike most other trees, aspen bark 
contains chlorophyll, which begins 
photosynthesizing before the ground 
thaws and before leaves form. 

But this special bark can easily 
sunburn in the intense light, so the 
trees produce a white surface powder 
to reflect some of the sunlight away 
from the delicate cells beneath. This 
effort requires energy, however, 
so aspen trees only do it where 
necessary—on their south sides facing 
the sun.

Every aspen trunk is therefore a 
natural compass—lighter on the south 
side and darker on the north.

Look closely at this aspen trunk to see the lighter-
color, powdery surface on the left, and the darker 
gray bark on the right. In this forest, SOUTH is to the 
left-hand side of the photo.

Caribou! 
They flowed down 
the shadowed valley 
toward me...”

George B. Schaller, internationally-
recognized field biologist

“
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From: Leonetti, Crystal
To: Fox, Joanna
Cc: Arthur, Stephen
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 10:23:16 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Actually, I think one of the photos Steve sent will do the trick.  I have what I need.  Thanks
Joanna!

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-makers.
Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that
emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the
rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy
on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:20 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Joanna,
Sorry about that.  I provided Dan Joling with the attached booklet and he was interested in
the two caribou herd photos.  Steve emailed me the one that they look like rice grains, so
now I'm only looking for the other one on page 3.

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:16 AM, Fox, Joanna <joanna_fox@fws.gov> wrote:
Which brochure are you referencing? I did not receive any attachments.
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Cathy Curby is most familiar with our brochures and photo library. She is currently
volunteering for us on Wednesdays (working remotely from the east coast). I am copying
her in the event she can assist with this request first thing tomorrow morning. In the
meantime I'll see if I'm able to find anything.

Thank you,
Joanna

_________________________
Joanna L. Fox
Deputy Refuge Manager
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Avenue, Room 236
Fairbanks, AK  99701
(907) 456-0549

Follow us on Facebook! 
www.facebook.com/arcticnationalwildliferefuge

“Do what you can, with what you have, where you are.” -- Theodore Roosevelt

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:48 AM, Crystal Leonetti <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
These are beautiful Steve, thank you for these!  Do you know which mountains are in
the background?  Joanna, if you do have the ones from the brochure, I'd like to pass
those along as well.  I'm sure Dan will love these.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 7:27 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:

Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I
do have a couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two
ground-level photos (pch1 and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo
(pch and beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the
brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
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<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one
that says “Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he
size of rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to
inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange
of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of
Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of
the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable
Alaskan Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to
inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government
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exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect,
and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising
the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of
ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty
limited, which makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your
archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the
Brooks Range in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives.
Am I looking in the wrong place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan

 

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell
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The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any
review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-
1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any
review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error,
please notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-
212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

<pch and beaver.jpg>

<pch1.jpg>

<pch2.jpg>
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From: Leonetti, Crystal
To: Joling, Dan
Cc: Andrea Medeiros
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 10:33:21 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Hi Dan,

See attached photos.  Will these do the trick?

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-makers.
Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that
emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the
rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy
on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM, Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org> wrote:

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited, which makes me
think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks Range in the
background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I looking in the wrong place? Can you
help?

Thanks,

Dan
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Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated
recipients named above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that you have received this communication in error, and that any
review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated Press
immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.
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From: Fox, Joanna
To: Leonetti, Crystal
Cc: Arthur, Stephen
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 10:34:48 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Here are a few more. I think if he's interested we have them in higher resolution - they're just
too high to send via email (would have to use Google Drive).

_________________________
Joanna L. Fox
Deputy Refuge Manager
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Avenue, Room 236
Fairbanks, AK  99701
(907) 456-0549

Follow us on Facebook! 
www.facebook.com/arcticnationalwildliferefuge

“Do what you can, with what you have, where you are.” -- Theodore Roosevelt

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:22 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Actually, I think one of the photos Steve sent will do the trick.  I have what I need.  Thanks
Joanna!

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:20 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Joanna,
Sorry about that.  I provided Dan Joling with the attached booklet and he was interested in
the two caribou herd photos.  Steve emailed me the one that they look like rice grains, so
now I'm only looking for the other one on page 3.

Crystal Leonetti
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Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:16 AM, Fox, Joanna <joanna_fox@fws.gov> wrote:
Which brochure are you referencing? I did not receive any attachments.

Cathy Curby is most familiar with our brochures and photo library. She is currently
volunteering for us on Wednesdays (working remotely from the east coast). I am
copying her in the event she can assist with this request first thing tomorrow morning. In
the meantime I'll see if I'm able to find anything.

Thank you,
Joanna

_________________________
Joanna L. Fox
Deputy Refuge Manager
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Avenue, Room 236
Fairbanks, AK  99701
(907) 456-0549

Follow us on Facebook! 
www.facebook.com/arcticnationalwildliferefuge

“Do what you can, with what you have, where you are.” -- Theodore Roosevelt

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:48 AM, Crystal Leonetti <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
These are beautiful Steve, thank you for these!  Do you know which mountains are in
the background?  Joanna, if you do have the ones from the brochure, I'd like to pass
those along as well.  I'm sure Dan will love these.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 7:27 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:

Crystal,
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I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo
library. I do have a couple of similar images on my computer (attached).
The two ground-level photos (pch1 and pch2) are FWS file images; the
aerial photo (pch and beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the
brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The
one that says “Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about
he size of rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to
inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government
exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect,
and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising
the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
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<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable
Alaskan Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to
inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government
exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust,
respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without
compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the
office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of
ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty
limited, which makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your
archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the
Brooks Range in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives.
Am I looking in the wrong place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan
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Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the
use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any
review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is
strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-
1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the
use of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any
review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication
is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in
error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at
+1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

<pch and beaver.jpg>

<pch1.jpg>

<pch2.jpg>
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From: Fox, Joanna
To: Leonetti, Crystal
Cc: Arthur, Stephen
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 10:36:27 AM
Attachments: image001.png

And here's one that's similar to the image on page 3 of the brochure.

_________________________
Joanna L. Fox
Deputy Refuge Manager
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Avenue, Room 236
Fairbanks, AK  99701
(907) 456-0549

Follow us on Facebook! 
www.facebook.com/arcticnationalwildliferefuge

“Do what you can, with what you have, where you are.” -- Theodore Roosevelt

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:33 AM, Fox, Joanna <joanna_fox@fws.gov> wrote:
Here are a few more. I think if he's interested we have them in higher resolution - they're just
too high to send via email (would have to use Google Drive).

_________________________
Joanna L. Fox
Deputy Refuge Manager
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Avenue, Room 236
Fairbanks, AK  99701
(907) 456-0549

Follow us on Facebook! 
www.facebook.com/arcticnationalwildliferefuge

“Do what you can, with what you have, where you are.” -- Theodore Roosevelt

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:22 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Actually, I think one of the photos Steve sent will do the trick.  I have what I need. 
Thanks Joanna!

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
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Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:20 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Joanna,
Sorry about that.  I provided Dan Joling with the attached booklet and he was interested
in the two caribou herd photos.  Steve emailed me the one that they look like rice grains,
so now I'm only looking for the other one on page 3.

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:16 AM, Fox, Joanna <joanna_fox@fws.gov> wrote:
Which brochure are you referencing? I did not receive any attachments.

Cathy Curby is most familiar with our brochures and photo library. She is currently
volunteering for us on Wednesdays (working remotely from the east coast). I am
copying her in the event she can assist with this request first thing tomorrow morning.
In the meantime I'll see if I'm able to find anything.

Thank you,
Joanna

_________________________
Joanna L. Fox
Deputy Refuge Manager
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Avenue, Room 236
Fairbanks, AK  99701
(907) 456-0549

Follow us on Facebook! 
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www.facebook.com/arcticnationalwildliferefuge

“Do what you can, with what you have, where you are.” -- Theodore Roosevelt

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:48 AM, Crystal Leonetti <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>
wrote:

These are beautiful Steve, thank you for these!  Do you know which mountains are
in the background?  Joanna, if you do have the ones from the brochure, I'd like to
pass those along as well.  I'm sure Dan will love these.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 7:27 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:

Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo
library. I do have a couple of similar images on my computer
(attached). The two ground-level photos (pch1 and pch2) are FWS file
images; the aerial photo (pch and beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the
brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background.
The one that says “Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou
about he size of rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
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Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to
inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government
exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust,
respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without
compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable
Alaskan Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and
to inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government
exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust,
respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without
compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian
Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

0000002580



Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the
office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain
of ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty
limited, which makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your
archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the
Brooks Range in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital
archives. Am I looking in the wrong place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan

 

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for
the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any
review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is
strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-
621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]
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The information contained in this communication is intended for
the use of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of
this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that you have received this communication in error, and
that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify The Associated Press
immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this
email. Thank you.

<pch and beaver.jpg>

<pch1.jpg>

<pch2.jpg>

0000002582



0000002583



0000002584



From: Leonetti, Crystal
To: Fox, Joanna
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 10:37:23 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Wow!  Beautiful, thank you Joanna!  I'll send these along as well.

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-makers.
Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that
emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the
rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy
on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:33 AM, Fox, Joanna <joanna_fox@fws.gov> wrote:
Here are a few more. I think if he's interested we have them in higher resolution - they're just
too high to send via email (would have to use Google Drive).

_________________________
Joanna L. Fox
Deputy Refuge Manager
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Avenue, Room 236
Fairbanks, AK  99701
(907) 456-0549

Follow us on Facebook! 
www.facebook.com/arcticnationalwildliferefuge

“Do what you can, with what you have, where you are.” -- Theodore Roosevelt

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:22 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Actually, I think one of the photos Steve sent will do the trick.  I have what I need. 
Thanks Joanna!

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
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Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:20 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Joanna,
Sorry about that.  I provided Dan Joling with the attached booklet and he was interested
in the two caribou herd photos.  Steve emailed me the one that they look like rice grains,
so now I'm only looking for the other one on page 3.

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:16 AM, Fox, Joanna <joanna_fox@fws.gov> wrote:
Which brochure are you referencing? I did not receive any attachments.

Cathy Curby is most familiar with our brochures and photo library. She is currently
volunteering for us on Wednesdays (working remotely from the east coast). I am
copying her in the event she can assist with this request first thing tomorrow morning.
In the meantime I'll see if I'm able to find anything.

Thank you,
Joanna

_________________________
Joanna L. Fox
Deputy Refuge Manager
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Avenue, Room 236
Fairbanks, AK  99701
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(907) 456-0549

Follow us on Facebook! 
www.facebook.com/arcticnationalwildliferefuge

“Do what you can, with what you have, where you are.” -- Theodore Roosevelt

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:48 AM, Crystal Leonetti <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>
wrote:

These are beautiful Steve, thank you for these!  Do you know which mountains are
in the background?  Joanna, if you do have the ones from the brochure, I'd like to
pass those along as well.  I'm sure Dan will love these.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 7:27 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:

Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo
library. I do have a couple of similar images on my computer
(attached). The two ground-level photos (pch1 and pch2) are FWS file
images; the aerial photo (pch and beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the
brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background.
The one that says “Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou
about he size of rice grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan
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Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to
inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government
exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust,
respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without
compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable
Alaskan Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and
to inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government
exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust,
respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without
compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian
Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>
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Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the
office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain
of ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty
limited, which makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your
archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the
Brooks Range in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital
archives. Am I looking in the wrong place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan

 

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for
the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any
review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is
strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-
621-1898 
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and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for
the use of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of
this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that you have received this communication in error, and
that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify The Associated Press
immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this
email. Thank you.

<pch and beaver.jpg>

<pch1.jpg>

<pch2.jpg>
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From: Arthur, Stephen
To: Leonetti, Crystal
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 10:45:34 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Yes, that's fine,  except my last name is spelled "Arthur".

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:41 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Steve,
Mr. Joling is asking for caption information: Month and Year of the photo, plus
photographer's name.  If we don't know the photographer's name, we'll just use USFWS.  I
know the one with the Beaver in the photo is yours.  I think it might be good if we use
"Stephen M. Aurthur/USFWS"  Are you OK with that?

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:45 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:
Crystal,

I did find a copy of the photo they requested, but it is not of very high quality. I don't
know if this will be sufficient. This one is also a FWS file photo.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
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(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:26 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:
Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I do have a
couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two ground-level photos (pch1
and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo (pch and beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>
wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one that says
“Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size of rice
grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open
and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)
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On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>
wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable Alaskan
Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open
and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited, which
makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks Range in
the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I looking in the wrong
place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan
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Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the
designated recipients named above. If the reader of this communication is not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this
communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying
of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by
telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.
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From: Arthur, Stephen
To: Leonetti, Crystal
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 11:33:05 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Crystal,

Regarding the caption for the photo of the Beaver flying over the Porcupine herd: that is an
Alaska Dept of Fish and Game aircraft conducting a photo census of the herd on the coastal
plain.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:41 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Steve,
Mr. Joling is asking for caption information: Month and Year of the photo, plus
photographer's name.  If we don't know the photographer's name, we'll just use USFWS.  I
know the one with the Beaver in the photo is yours.  I think it might be good if we use
"Stephen M. Aurthur/USFWS"  Are you OK with that?

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:45 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:
Crystal,

I did find a copy of the photo they requested, but it is not of very high quality. I don't
know if this will be sufficient. This one is also a FWS file photo.

Steve
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Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:26 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:
Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I do have a
couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two ground-level photos (pch1
and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo (pch and beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>
wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one that says
“Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size of rice
grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
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decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open
and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>
wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable Alaskan
Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open
and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited, which
makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks Range in
the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I looking in the wrong
place? Can you help?

Thanks,
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Dan

 

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the
designated recipients named above. If the reader of this communication is not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this
communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying
of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by
telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.
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From: Miller, Susanne
To: Leonetti, Crystal
Cc: James Wilder; Michelle StMartin; Ryan Wilson
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 11:51:02 AM
Attachments: Atwood etal land use SB PLoS1 16.pdf

Koski et al. 2005 (Kaktovik Harvest) JCRM 7(1) 33-38.pdf
Schliebe et al. 2008.pdf
Wilson etal2017.pdf

As Jim said, humans and polar bears have both used Barter Island for as long as we know. In
more "recent" times, one source (Arctic NWR Coastal Plain Resource Assessment, 1987)
indicates that  polar bears have sometimes aggregated at Barter Island since at least the mid-
1980's. Similarly, Jacobson and Wentworth (1982) relate the availability of polar bears for
subsistence harvest near the village in more recent years to the presence of whale carcasses
and/or the dump.    

Some other key scientific findings:

Koski et al (2005): Whale harvest records indicate that since about the early 1970s, one or
more whales have been harvested at Barter almost every year (and presumably whale
carcasses have been available to bears each of those years as well)

Schliebe et al. (2008): during aerial surveys flown along the Beaufort Sea coast in 2000-2005,
polar bear density was higher in areas where subsistence -harvested whale carcasses were
present; highest proportion (about 70%) was observed at Barter Island. The spatial distribution
(location) of bears on shore also co-incided with the areas where the distance to ice edge was
shortest, and where a higher seal density occurred. In other words, Barter Island is a location
where bears can not only avoid fasting when on land during the open water season, it is also
an area where they have earlier access to ringed seals once landfast ice forms. 

Wilson et al. (2017) also found that polar bear distribution on shore was most strongly
influenced by subsistence whaling activities (presence/absence of a carcass(es). Other factors
included the presence/absence of barrier islands, and sea ice conditions (date of sea ice retreat
and return).

Atwood et al. (2016) found that the percentage of radio-collared adult females coming ashore
has increased in the last 15 years (since about 2000), and that they are arriving earlier, staying
longer once on shore. 

So one way to discuss the overlap between bears and humans at Barter would be something
like:

While polar bears and humans have overlapped in their use of the Barter Island area for
centuries, the presence of whale carcasses near Kaktovik in association with subsistence
whaling has been reliable since at least the early 1970s, and appears to be a primary
factor influencing where bears are located once they come to shore. 

Sorry for delay in getting this to you; I hope this helps. Please let me know if ABC want
copies of additional citations (I have attached the ones I have as .pdfs)
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Susanne (Susi) Miller, Wildlife Biologist, Polar Bears
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Marine Mammals Management
1011 E. Tudor Road, MS-341
Anchorage, AK 99503
Tel. 907-786-3828
Fax 907-786-3816

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 11:29 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Susi,
Can you help me answer this question?  (copying others in case you're unable to get to it
quickly)
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 11:21 AM
Subject: RE: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
To: "Leonetti, Crystal" <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>

Thanks Crystal,

And one more question for your team… do we know how long polar bears and humans have been
in Kaktovik/Barter Island together?

 

James Wilder referenced the best available info and local knowledge from elders saying the polar
bears were always present along the coast and around Kaktovik, but I’m wondering if we have any
general idea range… like has it been just decades or centuries that both have been sharing the
region? Thanks,
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Durrell

 

From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 13, 2017 2:54 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered

 

Hi Durrell,

Yes, Polar Bears are designated as threatened under the Endangered Species Act, and the
Act says that a "threatened designation" means that the species is "likely to become
endangered in the foreseeable future."

 

We are excited to see our people represented well on National news!

Crystal

Crystal Leonetti

Alaska Native Affairs Specialist

Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

1011 E. Tudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99503

 

Direct: 907-786-3868

Mobile: 907-230-8419

 

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open
and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)
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On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 8:37 AM, Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

Hi Crystal,

 

Just a quick question about the correct terminology that we should be using to refer to polar
bears endangered species status… is “threatened” the same thing as “endangered” or does it
just mean that they are more likely to become endangered in the future? Just want to make
sure we have this distinction correct. Thanks,

Durrell

 

From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 8:22 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Cc: Andrea Medeiros <andrea_medeiros@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Permafrost - Kaktovik

 

Hi Durrell,

Attached are 3 papers and a recent newspaper article about ice cellars and permafrost. 
Below, see our scientist's response to your questions.

 

Permafrost is frozen soil, both near the surface and deeply buried. The Osterkamp paper
provides data showing that the temperature of the permafrost on Barter Island has gotten
warmer. When people say the permafrost is melting, what they mean is that just the top
layer melts in summer, not all the deep permafrost. The ground is a frozen block of ice in
winter. In summer, a layer at the top thaws back from the top. During warm summers the
thawed layer is thicker. Water probably flows into the ice cellars. Summers are warmer
now, so the summer thawed layer is getting thicker. In fall, it freezes back up to the
surface again.

 

Regarding the second question, a number of studies show that coastal erosion rates on the
north coast have increased since the 1970s and it is attributed to decreasing sea ice during
the summer months. Most erosion happens during a few large storms with strong wind
and waves. The only steep banks I know of on Barter Island are along coast or maybe
along shore of lake, so the question in your email must have been about coastal banks. So
the answer is that, yes, they are eroding faster now than before. The soil on Barter Island
is full of huge wedges of ice. You can see the ice in places as you walk along the beach
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looking up at the bluffs. Once the ice is exposed to the air it melts rapidly. So the water
does not have to be in contact with the ice to melt it. The sea water eats away at the bluff
at the bottom, the bluff sluffs off and ice wedges high above the water are exposed to the
air and start to melt. 

 

Janet C. Jorgenson

Botanist

Arctic National Wildlife Refuge

101 12th Ave, Rm 236

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
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Abstract
In the Arctic Ocean’s southern Beaufort Sea (SB), the length of the sea ice melt season

(i.e., period between the onset of sea ice break-up in summer and freeze-up in fall) has

increased substantially since the late 1990s. Historically, polar bears (Ursus maritimus) of
the SB have mostly remained on the sea ice year-round (except for those that came ashore

to den), but recent changes in the extent and phenology of sea ice habitat have coincided

with evidence that use of terrestrial habitat is increasing. We characterized the spatial

behavior of polar bears spending summer and fall on land along Alaska’s north coast to bet-

ter understand the nexus between rapid environmental change and increased use of terres-

trial habitat. We found that the percentage of radiocollared adult females from the SB

subpopulation coming ashore has tripled over 15 years. Moreover, we detected trends of

earlier arrival on shore, increased length of stay, and later departure back to sea ice, all of

which were related to declines in the availability of sea ice habitat over the continental shelf

and changes to sea ice phenology. Since the late 1990s, the mean duration of the open-

water season in the SB increased by 36 days, and the mean length of stay on shore

increased by 31 days. While on shore, the distribution of polar bears was influenced by the

availability of scavenge subsidies in the form of subsistence-harvested bowhead whale

(Balaena mysticetus) remains aggregated at sites along the coast. The declining spatio-

temporal availability of sea ice habitat and increased availability of human-provisioned

resources are likely to result in increased use of land. Increased residency on land is cause

for concern given that, while there, bears may be exposed to a greater array of risk factors

including those associated with increased human activities.
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Introduction
The long-term persistence of polar bears (Ursus maritimus) is linked to the health of the Arctic
marine ecosystem, particularly the availability of sea-ice habitat [1, 2]. Polar bears are specialist
carnivores that rely on sea ice to meet a number of life history needs including accessing prey,
searching for mates, and establishing maternal dens [3]. However, the Arctic region is
experiencing a warming trend that is driving pronounced changes in sea ice extent and struc-
ture. Since 1979, sea ice extent and volume during summer have declined at rates of�14%/
and 28%/decade [4], respectively, with the most pronounced change occurring over the last 15
years. Arctic warming will likely continue for several decades given the current trends in global
greenhouse gas emissions [5] and the lag times associated with global climate processes attain-
ing equilibrium [6]. Hence, climate-induced effects on sea ice and polar bears will continue for
several decades, or longer, if global greenhouse gas emissions are not reduced.

The ability of individuals to modify their behavior has been posited as the primary mecha-
nism by which some animal populations have responded to climate-driven changes in their
environment [7]. The best documented examples of behavioral modification in response to
altered physical environments have involved changes in spatial distribution and phenological
shifts (i.e., the seasonal timing of animal and plant activities, sensu [8]). For example, Perry
et al. [9] documented northward shifts in distribution for a group of North Sea fishes in
response to increased sea temperature. Parmesan and Yohe [10] examined over 800 terrestrial
species and detected distributional shifts in approximately half: 80% of those shifts were pole-
ward with most being influenced by the advancement of the spring season. However, species
that occur at environmental extremes, such as Arctic endemics, have little opportunity to mod-
ulate climate-warming changes to their physical environment via shifts in distribution. Rather,
they must display in situ plasticity in key behaviors or traits to cope with a changing climatic
envelope.

For a habitat specialist with a long generation time such as the polar bear, the rapidly chang-
ing physical environment can create a situation where the species becomes “trapped” by its
evolved response to cues that are suddenly occurring in a novel context (e.g., [11]). As a result,
entrenched behaviors could become maladaptive and eventually manifest at the population
level as declining vital rates—unless the species possesses sufficient phenotypic plasticity to
assess and respond to highly dynamic conditions. For polar bears, there is uncertainty concern-
ing their capacity to exhibit behavioral plasticity relative to changing sea ice phenology and
availability, particularly in areas of the Arctic where bears have historically spent the entire
year on the sea ice. In those areas, the decision to remain with ice as it retreats well past biologi-
cally-productive shallow waters may lead to prey scarcity and nutritional restriction [12]. By
contrast, the decision to displace from retreating sea ice to shore could result in attraction to
habitats that function as ecological traps because they contain inadequate resources or expose
bears to novel risk factors. Understanding how polar bears respond to climate-driven displace-
ment from primary habitat, and how this overlaps with exposure to known and novel threats,
is critical to forecasting how they may fare in an increasingly dynamic environment.

Polar bears of the southern Beaufort Sea (SB) subpopulation have historically spent the
entire year on the sea ice (with the exception of individuals that den on land), even when the
pack ice retreated away from the coast to its minimal extent in September [1, 13]. However,
over the last 15 years, the SB has experienced a marked decline in September sea ice extent,
along with a pronounced lengthening of the melt season (i.e., period of time between sea ice
break-up and freeze-up; [14]). The dramatic changes in the extent and phenology of sea ice
habitat have coincided with evidence suggesting that use of terrestrial habitat has increased.
For example, Schliebe et al. [15] estimated that between 3.7 and 8.0% of polar bears from the
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SB were on land in a given autumn during 2000–2005, and that percentage increased when sea
ice was farthest from the coast. In contrast to the SB, polar bears of the greater Hudson Bay
region [16], for example, historically spent significant periods of time on land (1–5 months)
when ice completely melted each year. In general, populations in the Hudson Bay region have
been demographically productive [17, 18, 19], although an increase in the length of the ice-free
season has resulted in a decline in the western Hudson Bay (WH) subpopulation [20, 21] fol-
lowed later by apparent stabilization [22]. In the SB, measured declines in polar bear body con-
dition, productivity, and abundance have also been linked to declining sea ice habitat [13, 23,
24, 25, 26]. It is unknown if the decline in productivity in the SB subpopulation is linked to
increased use of land or to remaining on the sea ice as it retreats away from the biologically
productive water of the continental shelf.

Here, we investigated polar bears from Alaska’s SB subpopulation, where rapid environ-
mental change may be driving a divergence in space use and foraging behaviors in the form of
increased land use. Specifically, our objectives were to examine (i) the long-term trend in the
use of terrestrial habitat, (ii) the influence of sea ice characteristics on the phenology of move-
ment from sea ice to terrestrial habitats and back to ice, and (iii) the spatial distribution of
bears while on shore. Last, we discuss potential cascading effects of behavioral divergence and
how those effects may influence population dynamics in the SB through time.

Materials and Methods

Ethics Statement
This research was approved under the Marine Mammal Protection Act and Endangered Spe-
cies Act with U.S. Fish andWildlife Service (USFWS) permit number MA690038. Capture pro-
tocols were approved by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) Institutional Animal Care and Use
Committee.

Study Area
The study area ranged from Baillie Island, Canada, (70.5°N, 128° W) in the east, to Point Bar-
row, USA, (71°N, 156° W) in the west (Fig 1a and 1b). The SB is characterized by a narrow, bio-
logically-productive continental shelf with bathymetry contours typically� 300m, and with an
abrupt shelf-break that quickly gives way to some of the deepest waters of the Arctic Ocean [27].

The SB coastal region is characterized by an industrial footprint associated with oil and gas
exploration and extraction activities causing polar bears that frequent this area to be potentially
exposed to industrial activities [28]. The Prudhoe Bay and Kuparuk oil fields are situated at the
approximate midpoint along the coast, and the National Petroleum Reserve-Alaska (NPR-A)
spans a significant stretch of the western portion of the coastal plain, though there is no signifi-
cant industrial development within the NPR-A. There are 3 communities within the study area
that harvest bowhead whales (Balaena mysticetus) in the fall: Barrow, Nuiqsut, and Kaktovik.
Remains from the harvest have been sporadically aggregated at Point Barrow and consistently
aggregated at Cross Island and Barter Island, all of which are nearly evenly spaced along the
coast where they have served as focal attractors for polar bears [15].

Data Collection
Polar bear research in the SB has been ongoing for over 30 years, and we used both historical
and contemporary data sets to investigate whether use of land has changed over time. Since the
mid-1980s, polar bears have been captured on the sea ice (up to 160 km from the coast) nearly
every spring. Polar bears were encountered opportunistically from a helicopter and
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Fig 1. a-b. Spatial distribution of polar bears observed during fall aerial surveys, 2010–2013, along the coast
and over barrier islands prior to the stocking of bowhead whale bone piles with remains from the subsistence
harvest. Unused remains from subsistence-harvested bowhead whales are occasionally aggregated at sites
on Point Barrow, and consistently at Cross Island (near Prudhoe Bay), and adjacent to Kaktovik on Barter
Island following the cessation of the fall whaling season.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932.g001
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immobilized with the drugs sernylan or phencyclidine (prior to 1987) and tiletamine hydro-
chloride plus zolazepam hydrochloride (1987–2014; Telazol1, Fort Dodge and Warner-Lam-
bert Co.) using a projectile syringe fired from a dart gun. A subset of adult females was fitted
with either Argos or global positioning system (GPS) Platform Transmitter Terminal (PTT)
satellite radio collars [13]. Age was determined by multiple methods. Cubs-of-the-year (COY)
were always with their mothers and could be visually aged without error [29]. Some bears had
been captured and marked in previous years, so their age was determined from their capture
history. For new captures, we extracted a vestigial premolar tooth and determined age by analy-
sis of cementum annuli [30].

Phenology of onshore behavior
We used location data from radiocollared adult females from 1986 to 2014 to determine if
bears used terrestrial habitat during summer and, if so, to generate estimates of mean date of
arrival on shore, duration of time spent on shore, and mean date of departure from shore back
to the sea ice. The majority of locations prior to 2010 were derived with the Argos System, and
have variable levels of accuracy from< 250 m to> 1500 m (see http://www.argos-system.org/
web/en/78-faq.php#faq-theme-55). We filtered locations in an attempt to remove spurious
locations by first removing all designations which had a high probability of being erroneous.
We then applied the Douglas Argos-Filter algorithm [31] using a maximum redundancy func-
tion set at 10 km and minimum rate (“minrate”) of movement set at 10 km/hr.

To integrate the GPS and filtered Argos location data, which varied both in accuracy and
the temporal scale of collection, we employed the continuous time correlated random walk
(CRAWL) model [32] to develop predicted paths at a regularized daily time interval based on
observed locations. The CRAWL model allows predicted paths to take into account variable
location quality and sampling intervals. Thus, for Argos locations, we defined location accuracy
based on accuracy designations for Telonics Argos collars (i.e., L3: 150 m, L2: 350 m, L1: 1000
m, L0: 1500 m; http://www.telonics.com/technotes/argosintro.php). Because location accura-
cies are not provided for locations with LA or LB designations, we provided conservative loca-
tion accuracies; LA: 5,000 m, LB: 10,000 m. We assigned locations obtained from GPS collars
an accuracy of 30 m.

Based on the observed location accuracy and land use, we used the R [33] package ‘crawl’
[31] to implement the CRAWL model and predict daily polar bear locations from 1 July to 31
October period. We then associated predicted locations with buffered land coverages
(described below) to determine if an animal was likely to be on land at that time. Because the
CRAWL model does not provide meaningful results if observed locations are too temporally
dispersed [34], we excluded predicted locations that occurred between observed points sepa-
rated by>14 days. For bears that came ashore, we noted the ordinal date of arrival and depar-
ture, and calculated the total amount of time spent on shore. We then generated indices of the
earliest and mean ordinal dates of arrival on shore, mean departure back to the sea ice, and
length of stay on shore.

We determined if an animal’s location occurred on land by overlaying locations on one of
two land coverages. The first layer was a digital elevation model (100 m resolution; http://data.
eol.ucar.edu/codiac/dss/id=106.ARCSS301; accessed 12 Aug 2014) for the North Slope of
Alaska. While this layer covered the majority of land used by bears in this study, it did not pro-
vide coverage for eastern Canada. Thus, to account for land use in that region, we used the
default continent shapefile found in ArcGIS (version 10.1, ESRI, Redlands, CA). Because nei-
ther land coverage had sufficient resolution to detect small barrier islands, which are known to
receive significant use by polar bears during summer [35], we buffered the land coverages by 5
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km. We then determined which animal locations occurred within the 5 km land buffer and cat-
egorized those as predicted land locations. While this might have resulted in some bears not on
land being classified as using land, this was unlikely to occur given that landfast ice is largely
absent during this period. Thus, any animal observed within this buffer would most likely have
used land at some point during that day.

Sea ice characteristics
Polar bears in the SB prefer sea ice habitat over the continental shelf because it provides greater
accessibility to prey than the deeper water of the polar basin [13]. We hypothesized that the
phenology of land use was influenced by sea ice characteristics, including the distance between
the continental shelf break and the edge of the pack ice and the concentration of ice over the
shelf. We used daily sea ice data from the National Snow and Ice Data Center (NSIDC; Boul-
der, Colorado, USA) to develop concentration and distance metrics. Sea ice concentrations
were estimated from a 25 × 25 km resolution raster of passive microwave satellite imagery [36].
For the months of July through October, we estimated a number of metrics including sea ice
concentrations over the continental shelf, distances from the shelf break to pack ice, the timing
of break-up and freeze-up, and length of the open-water season (see Table 1 for a list of sea ice
metrics). Shelf break and shelf area were delineated by the 300 m isobath for the offshore region
within the boundary of the SB polar bear subpopulation [1]. We defined areas covered by sea
ice with two criteria based on different ice concentration thresholds,>15% and>50%. We
then generated daily estimates of the proportion of the continental shelf area covered by>15
or 50% sea ice concentration, and the mean distance between the shelf break and the ice pack,
where ice pack was comprised by ice concentrations>15 or 50%. We chose to use ice metrics
based on both thresholds because>50% is most commonly cited as the threshold above which
sea ice habitat is most suitable for polar bears [20], while break-up and freeze-up are often
defined as the time when�15% concentration sea ice melts or refreezes [14]. Additionally,
because the SB is characterized by a narrow continental shelf, we hypothesized that bears may
remain over the productive shelf even as ice concentrations drop below 50%.

Distribution
When polar bears of the SB come ashore, they mostly stay within a narrow band of the coast or
on barrier islands [15]. From 2010 to 2013 we conducted transect-based aerial surveys twice (� 3
weeks apart) each fall along the coast between Point Barrow and the U.S.A.-Canada border to
characterize distribution. In fall, polar bears are easy to detect when on land because of the con-
trast between the colors of bears and the snow- and ice-free substrate [37, 22]. Transects were
8-km in length and included segments oriented perpendicular to the coast line connected by alter-
nating inland or coastal segments. We flew Bell 206B and Aerostar 305A helicopters at an altitude
of�90 m and airspeed of�80 knots. In addition, total counts were conducted over every barrier
island encountered, with the exception of Barter Island. The village of Kaktovik is located on Bar-
ter Island, and is adjacent to a bowhead whale carcass aggregation site which provides opportuni-
ties for commercial polar bear viewing. As such, we did not fly over Barter Island over concerns
that helicopter activity would disturb commercial bear viewing ventures. We did, however, collect
ground-based total counts of all bears present at the Barter Island carcass site and local vicinity on
the same day as our aerial survey. We flew over carcass aggregation sites at Point Barrow and
Cross Island, though no carcasses were present at Point Barrow in 2013. When we encountered a
bear, we estimated age, sex, and group size, and collected a geographic location. We combined
counts from transects and barrier islands to generate a total uncorrected minimum count for each
of the two annual surveys and used the total counts to examine spatial distribution.

Increased Land Use by an Arctic Marine Predator
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Analyses
We used a generalized additive mixed model (GAMM) with a binomial distribution to deter-
mine whether the percentage of radiocollared polar bears using land�21 consecutive days ver-
sus remaining on the sea ice changed over time. We chose the threshold of�21 consecutive
days because it has been used previously [35, 38] to describe long-term use of land and thus
allows for comparison to our study. Based on the previously described analysis of CRAWL-
derived locations, we coded land use or lack thereof by individuals as a binary response variable
(i.e., 1 = individual used land, 0 = individual did not use land). Year was analyzed as a fixed
effect, but because some individual bears were radiocollared in multiple years, we used individ-
ual as a random factor. We also calculated the mean annual percentage of radiocollared bears

Table 1. Description of sea ice variables used in the analysis of factors influencing the timing of
arrival on shore, length of stay, and timing of departure back to sea ice by polar bears from the South-
ern Beaufort Sea subpopulation.

Variable Description

FD�15% The first date (day of year) when the proportion of the continental shelf covered by
>15% sea ice concentration decreased to �15%.

FD�50% The first date when the proportion of the continental shelf covered by >50% sea ice
concentration decreased to �50%.

Shelf>15% wk The mean proportion of the shelf covered by >15% concentration sea ice 1 week prior
to arrival on shore.

Shelf>50% wk The mean proportion of the shelf covered by >50% concentration sea ice 1 week prior
to arrival on shore.

Mdis>15% wk The mean distance (km) of >15% concentration sea ice from the continental shelf 1
week prior to arrival on shore.

Mdis>50% wk The mean distance of >50% concentration sea ice from the continental shelf 1 week
prior to arrival on shore.

OW15% The duration (number of days) of the open-water season, defined as when the
proportion of the continental shelf covered by >15% sea ice concentration decreases
below �15%.

OW50% The duration of the open-water season, defined as when the proportion of the
continental shelf covered by >50% sea ice concentration decreases below �50%.

Shelf>15% OW The mean proportion of the continental shelf covered by >15% concentration sea ice
during the open water season.

Shelf>50% OW The mean proportion of the continental shelf covered by >50% concentration sea ice
during the open water season.

Mdis>15% OW The mean distance of >15% concentration sea ice from the continental shelf during the
open water season.

Mdis>50% OW The mean distance of >50% concentration sea ice from the continental shelf during the
open water season.

LD�15% The last date when the proportion of the continental shelf covered by >15% sea ice
concentration was below �15%.

LD�50% The last date when the proportion of the continental shelf covered by >50% sea ice
concentration was below �50%.

Shelf>15%
depart

The mean proportion of the continental shelf covered by >15% concentration sea ice 1
week prior to departure from shore.

Shelf>50%
depart

The mean proportion of the continental shelf covered by >50% concentration sea ice 1
week prior to departure from shore.

Mdis>15%
depart

The mean distance of >15% concentration sea ice from the continental shelf 1 week
prior to departure from shore back to sea ice.

Mdis>50%
depart

The mean distance of >50% concentration sea ice from the continental shelf 1 week
prior to departure from shore back to sea ice.

Year Calendar year in which observations were collected.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932.t001
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with long-term land use, and used a piecewise general linear regression procedure [39] with a
normal distribution to determine if and when there was a discontinuity (i.e., breakpoint) in the
mean annual percentage detected on shore over the 29 years of study. Parameters estimated for
the piecewise regression included the intercept, change in slope prior to the breakpoint, and
change in slope after the breakpoint [39]. We did not include collar type (Argos and GPS) as a
variable in subsequent analyses, though it is possible that improvements in satellite collar tech-
nology could represent a confounding factor. However, while the ability to accurately estimate
the true day of arrival on land and departure back to ice should be better with GPS-era collars,
the Argos-era data should not be biased toward estimating either longer or shorter land tenures.

To determine the relationship between the phenology of onshore use by radiocollared bears
and sea ice dynamics, we used linear mixed models to examine the influence of sea ice conditions
and characteristics on the annual mean timing of arrival on shore, length of stay on shore, and
timing of departure from shore back to the sea ice. For this analysis, we included bears that came
ashore for�7 consecutive days and used ordinal dates of arrival and departure, and total days
spent on shore as response variables. We used the�7 consecutive days threshold to exclude
bears that used land incidentally. Because we sampled some of the same individuals repeatedly,
we included individual identity as a random factor in the models with first-order autocorrelation
as a covariance structure. We used restricted maximum likelihood (REML) methods for model
estimation. When modeling timing of departure, we censored individuals that entered maternity
dens on land. Predictor variables included measures of>15% and>50% sea ice concentrations
over the continental shelf (e.g., Mn>15%, Mn>50%), distance from the shelf of>15% and
>50% sea ice (Mdis>15%, Mdis>50%), and length of the open water season defined as the peri-
ods of time when sea ice concentration remained�15 or�50% (OW15%, OW50%).

We developed, a priori, sets of biologically plausible candidate models (S1 Table) and used
Akaike’s information criterion values [40] corrected for small sample bias (AICc) to aid in deter-
mining top models. We used AICc to rank and compare models based on ΔAICc and normalized
Akaike weights wi and considered models with ΔAICc values>2.0 to measurably differ in infor-
mation content [41]. When faced with model uncertainty, we calculated 85% confidence intervals
(CI) for parameter estimates to avoid unnecessarily discarding variables in models supported by
lower AICc values [42]. Following Arnold [42], we considered parameters whose 85% CI over-
lapped zero to be uninformative. We assessed multicollinearity of predictor variables using vari-
ance inflation factors (VIF) and removed a correlated variable from a given model when VIF
>10 [43]. We used normal probability plots and coefficients of correlation to ensure that model
variables were normally distributed and assessed fit using measures of model deviance [44].

We used the paired sets of annual aerial surveys to investigate whether the availability of
bowhead whale remains influenced polar bear distribution. We pooled data among years from
surveys conducted before and after whale remains were placed at carcass aggregation sites
(Point Barrow, Cross Island, and Barter Island). We used Moran’s I statistic to test the hypoth-
esis that polar bear sightings were spatially autocorrelated (i.e., individuals were not randomly
distributed) and an ArcGIS to determine the Euclidean distance of each bear sighting to the
closest carcass aggregation site. We then used a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test to determine if the
distribution of distances from carcass sites differed between survey sessions― i.e., whether the
spatial distribution of bears differed prior to and after the stocking of carcass sites. Statistical
significance for these tests was set at α = 0.05.

Results
During aerial surveys conducted in fall of 2010–2013 we flew a total of 9,820 (�x = 1,226 ± 378
km) kilometers on transect and searched an average of 31 barrier islands to determine the
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spatial distribution of bears along the coast. From 1986 to 2014, a total of 389 radiocollars (sat-
ellite or GPS) were placed on 228 adult female polar bears. Results of the GAMMmodel indi-
cated that the proportion of radiocollared bears coming ashore in summer and fall increased
over the years (βyear = 0.58, P = 0.004). Using piecewise regression, we detected a breakpoint in
the percentage of radiocollared bears on shore for�21 days at the year 2000: the average per-
centage of bears on shore increased from 5.8% (SE = 0.02) during 1986–1999 to 20%
(SE = 0.03) during 2000–2014, reaching a high of 37% in 2013 (Fig 2).

Onshore phenology
Among all data, 68 radiocollared (39 satellite, 29 GPS) bears representing 46 individuals spent
�7 days shore during the open water season, which were used to characterize onshore phenol-
ogy. The piecewise regression indicated that the earliest date of arrival on shore by radiocol-
lared bears differed between the two periods (�x1986–1999 = 256 (i.e., 13 September), SE = 3.9;
�x2000–2014 = 241 (i.e., 29 August), SE = 3.1), ranging from 6 August in 1993 to 22 July in 2000.
From 1986–1999, the mean length of stay on shore was 20 days (SE = 2.5 days); from 2000–
2014, the mean length of stay on shore was 56 days (SE = 3.2 days). Date of departure also var-
ied over the years, ranging from 14 August in 1993 to 7 November in 2013 (�x1986–1999 = 275
(i.e., 2 October), SE = 5.3; �x2000–2013 = 294 (i.e., 21 October), SE = 1.6).

Throughout the study, polar bear arrival on shore advanced at a rate of ~5 days/decade. The
top model for predicting the date of arrival of bears on shore accounted for 87% of the total
model set weight. Variables contained in the top model were ordinal date when sea ice concen-
tration over the shelf dropped below 15% (FD�15%; β = 0.369, SE = 0.06) and the proportion
of the shelf covered by>15% concentration sea ice the week prior to arrival on shore
(shelf>15% wk; β = -0.514, SE = 0.11) (Table 2). Examination of model coefficients indicated
that earlier dates of<15% concentration sea ice over the shelf and increased availability of
>15% concentration sea ice over the shelf resulted in earlier arrival of bears on land (Table 3).
All other models for predicting the timing of arrival on shore had ΔAICc > 2 (Table 2).

Over the course of the study, the total days spent on shore by polar bears increased by ~7
days/decade. The top model for predicting total days spent on shore by polar bears accounted

Fig 2. Proportion of radiocollared adult female polar bears that spent� 21 consecutive days on
shore, 1986–2014.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932.g002
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for 74% of the model set weight and contained the mean distance of>15% concentration sea
ice from the continental shelf during the open water season (Mdis>15% OW; β = 0.022,
SE = 0.02), duration of the open water season (defined using the 15% threshold; OW15%; β =
0.334, SE = 0.11), and year (β = 0.907, SE = 0.48) (Table 4). Examination of model coefficients
indicated that total number of days spent on shore increased with increasing distance of>15%
sea ice from the shelf, duration of the open water season (F61,14 = 8.90, P< 0.0001; Fig 3), and
year. However, the 85% confidence interval for Mdis>15% OW overlapped zero, indicating
the variable may be uninformative [42]. All other models for predicting the length of stay on
shore had ΔAICc >2 (Table 4).

The top model for predicting the timing of departure of bears from shore back to the sea ice
explained 77% of the model set weight and contained the proportion of the shelf covered by
>15% concentration sea ice the week prior to departure (Shelf>15% depart; β = -0.158,
SE = 0.11), the mean distance of>15% sea ice concentration from the shelf (Mdis>15% depart;

Table 2. Model ID, explanatory variables, AICc values, Akaike weights, and deviance for linear mixedmodels describing the timing of arrival of
polar bears on shore, 1986–2014.

Model ID Explanatory Variables AICc Akaike Wt. (wi) Deviance

4 FD�15%, Shelf>15% wk 671.4 0.87 667.3

8 FD�15%, Shelf>15% wk, Mdis>15% wk, year 676.2 0.07 672.1

7 FD�15%, Shelf>15% wk, Mdis>15% wk 677.5 0.04 673.4

17 Year 686.5 0.01 682.4

1 FD�15% 686.8 <0.00 682.7

9 FD�50% 690.5 <0.00 686.4

6 Mdis>15% wk, FD�15% 692.3 <0.00 688.1

12 FD�50%, Shelf>50% wk 692.7 <0.00 688.6

16 FD�50%, Shelf>50% wk, Mdis>50% wk, year 692.6 <0.00 688.5

14 Mdis>50% wk, FD�50% 697.4 <0.00 693.3

10 Shelf>50% wk 697.9 <0.00 693.8

2 Shelf>15% wk 699.8 <0.00 695.7

15 FD�50%, Shelf>50% wk, Mdis>50% wk 699.4 <0.00 695.3

11 Mdis>50% wk 701.2 <0.00 697.0

3 Mdis>15% wk 702.3 <0.00 698.2

5 Mdis>15% wk, Shelf>15% wk 703.0 <0.00 700.6

13 Mdis>50% wk, Shelf>50% wk 704.7 <0.00 698.9

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932.t002

Table 3. Response and explanatory variables, model rank, AICc value, coefficient estimates, and 85% confidence intervals (CI) for the top general
linear models describing the phenology of land use, 1986–2014.

Response Model ID Explanatory Variables Mode Rank Estimate (β) S.E. 85% CI lower 85% CI upper P-value

Arrival date 4 FD�15% 1 0.369 0.06 0.27 0.45 <0.0001

Shelf>15% wk -0.515 0.11 -0.68 -0.35 <0.0001

Length on shore 7 OW15% 1 0.334 0.11 0.17 -0.01 0.002

Mdis>15% OW 0.022 0.02 0.01 0.07 0.22

Year 0.907 0.48 0.19 1.62 0.06

Departure date 16 Shelf>15% depart 1 -0.158 0.11 -0.32 0.01 0.005

Mdis>15% depart -0.118 0.02 -0.15 -0.09 0.21

Year 1.059 0.36 0.52 1.59 0.03

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932.t003
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β = -0.118, SE = 0.02), and year (β = 1.059, SE = 0.26) (Table 5). The 85% confidence interval for
the proportion of the shelf covered by>15% concentration sea ice the week prior to departure
overlapped zero, suggesting it may be an uninformative variable. All other models for predicting
the timing of departure from shore back to sea ice had ΔAICc>2 (Table 5). Inspection of model
coefficients indicated that decreased availability of>15% concentration sea ice, reduced distance
of>15% sea ice from the shelf, and later year resulted in later departure of bears from shore back
to sea ice. Comparison of wi for the first- and second-ranked models indicated that the first-
ranked model was 4.5 times more likely to be the actual best model and deviance statistics indi-
cated the top model best fit the data (Table 5). Over the duration of the study, departure from
shore back to sea ice occurred approximately 7 days later/decade.

Table 4. Model ID, explanatory variables, AIC and AICc values, Akaike weights, and deviance for the linear mixedmodels describing the length of
stay on shore, 1986–2014.

Model ID Explanatory Variables AICc Akaike Wt. (wi) Deviance

7 Mdis>15% OW, OW15%, year 658.7 0.74 656.6

1 OW15% 662.5 0.11 658.3

15 Year 663.8 0.06 659.7

4 Mdis>15% OW, OW15% 664.6 0.04 660.4

13 Shelf>50 OW, Mdis>50% OW, year 666.0 0.02 663.9

14 OW50%, Mdis>50 OW, year 666.2 0.01 662.0

6 Shelf>15 OW, Mdis>15 OW, year 666.8 0.01 664.8

11 Mdis>50 OW, OW50% 673.5 <0.00 669.3

8 OW50% 679.6 <0.00 675.4

12 Shelf>50 OW, Mdis>50 OW 680.6 <0.00 678.6

5 Shelf>15 OW, Mdis>15 OW 681.4 <0.00 679.3

10 Mdis>50 OW 682.1 <0.00 678.0

2 Shelf>15 OW 683.2 <0.00 679.0

3 Mdis>15 OW 686.2 <0.00 682.1

9 Shelf>50 OW 687.7 <0.00 683.6

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932.t004

Fig 3. Mean (and standard error) length of stay on shore relative to the length of the open water
season, defined as when the proportion of the continental shelf covered by >15% sea ice
concentration decreases below�15%.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932.g003
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Distribution on land
Moran’s I statistic indicated that polar bears were not randomly distributed when observed
during aerial surveys conducted prior to (z = 8.51, P<0.0001; Fig 1a) and after (z = 15.08,
P< 0.0001; Fig 1b) the stocking of bowhead whale remains sites in 2010–2013. The percentage
of polar bears located in close proximity to bowhead whale remains sites was greater following
stocking (D = 0.14, P = 0.001). Prior to stocking, 64% of polar bear observations occurred
within 16 km (i.e., mean daily distance traveled by SB polar bears; [45]) of a site. After stocking
78% of all bears observed were within 16 km of a site. During surveys conducted before and
after bowhead whales were harvested, we observed the greatest percentage of bears near Barter
Island (40%), followed by Cross Island (33%). Relatively few bears were observed in the vicinity
of Point Barrow (<2%).

Discussion
Historical (i.e., pre-2000) use of terrestrial habitat during the open-water season by SB polar
bears was relatively rare and limited to short durations [45]. Recently, land-use behavior has
become more prevalent, although a majority of the SB subpopulation still remains on the sea
ice during summer. We detected clear trends over time of 1) an increasing percentage of polar
bears coming ashore (the percentage tripled from 2000–2014), 2) earlier dates of arrival
(advancing at a rate of ~ 5 days/decade), 3) later dates of departure (~7 days later/decade), and
4) longer tenure on land (increased at a rate of ~7 days/decade). Further, increased use of ter-
restrial habitat was related to declines in sea ice extent and changes in sea ice phenology. Since
the late 1990s, the duration of the open-water season in the SB increased by an average of 32
and 36 days based on>50% and>15% sea ice concentrations over the continental shelf,
respectively, while the amount of time spent on land increased by ~3 weeks. Our results are
consistent with other recent work showing increased land use by polar bears from the adjacent
Chukchi Sea subpopulation over roughly the same time period [38].

Table 5. Model ID, explanatory variables, AIC and AICc values, Akaike weights, and deviance for the linear mixedmodels describing the timing of
departure from shore back to sea ice, 1986–2014.

Model ID Explanatory Variables AICc Akaike Wt. (wi) Deviance

7 Shelf>15% depart, Mdis>15% depart, year 527.2 0.77 525.1

16 Shelf>50% depart, Mdis>50% depart, year 530.2 0.17 528.1

13 LD�50%, Mdis>50% depart 534.4 0.02 532.3

6 Shelf>15% depart, Mdis>15% depart 535.1 0.01 533.0

15 LD�50%, Shelf>50% depart, Mdis>50% depart 535.7 0.01 533.6

14 Shelf>50% depart, Mdis>50% depart 537.1 <0.00 535.0

8 LD�15%, Shelf>15% depart, Mdis>15% depart 529.2 <0.00 537.1

5 LD�15%, Mdis>15% depart 540.6 <0.00 538.5

17 year 540.6 <0.00 538.6

2 Mdis>15% depart 543.5 <0.00 539.4

10 Mdis>50% depart 544.7 <0.00 540.4

9 LD�50% 544.9 <0.00 542.8

12 LD�50%, Shelf>50% depart 546.4 <0.00 544.3

11 Shelf>50% depart 547.8 <0.00 545.7

3 Shelf>15% depart 549.0 <0.00 546.9

1 LD�15% 550.0 <0.00 547.9

4 LD�15%, Shelf>15% depart 551.6 <0.00 549.5

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932.t005
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The relatively infrequent historical use of land by SB polar bears was likely due to the persis-
tent availability of sea ice over the continental shelf, even during the period of minimum sea ice
extent in September. Since the late 1990s, the duration of the open-water season in the SB
increased by an average of 66% or 82% (depending on sea ice concentration threshold), while
the September average distance from shore to pack ice increased by 120%. Since the 2000s, the
length of the open-water season has increased at a rate of�9 days/decade, which is among the
largest rates of increase for the seas of the Arctic Ocean [14]. From 2006 to 2014, the distance
from shore to September pack ice has increased an additional 65%, which placed the leading
edge of the ice an average of 450 km from the continental shelf. Polar bears prefer to forage
from sea ice over shallow, biologically productive continental shelf waters [13]. The lengthen-
ing period of sea ice absence over the shelf during summer equates to an increasing loss of pre-
ferred foraging habitat. Evidence suggests that displaced polar bears are increasingly coming
ashore in response to this loss of sea ice habitat.

Previous work in the SB [15] and elsewhere (e.g., WH; [20]) has found that the timing of
arrival of bears on shore was associated with sea ice dropping below a 50% concentration.
More recently, Cherry et al. [46] evaluated multiple sea ice concentration thresholds in WH
and determined that dates of arrival were best correlated with the timing of 30% sea ice concen-
tration, while departure occurred after ice concentrations reached>10%. Our findings, that
the availability of sea ice concentrations>15% (but<50%) are best correlated with the timing
of arrival, length of stay, and timing of departure of SB bears, is qualitatively similar to the find-
ings of Cherry et al. [46]. It appears that in both subpopulations, polar bears delay the transi-
tion from ice to shore until ice drops below a concentration where its use as a reliable substrate
is untenable. Interestingly, our finding of an inverse relationship between timing of arrival and
concentration of>15% ice over the shelf suggests that bears may come ashore before wide-
spread disappearance of low concentration ice in order to avoid long-distance swims [47]. Col-
lectively, our findings provide important quantitative evidence of the relationship between sea
ice phenology and use of terrestrial habitat by polar bears. Monitoring the timing and rate of
seasonal ice disappearance may be an effective, logistically tractable way for managers and
industry to prepare for the annual arrival of bears on shore.

We found a notable increase in the proportion of radiocollared bears coming ashore in sum-
mer and fall beginning in the year 2000. From 2004 to 2007, there was a pronounced decline in
the survival of SB polar bears, followed by two years (2008–2009) of apparent stability [26].
The declines and subsequent stability of survival and abundance occurred as use of terrestrial
habitat was increasing. While there is no causal link between the patterns in polar bear vital
rates and increased use of terrestrial habitat, there is precedence in other species for behavioral
shifts ameliorating some of the adverse effects of rapid environmental change. For example,
Charmentier et al. [48] found that individual adjustment of behavior allowed a population of
great tits (Parus major) to closely track changes in prey phenology and maintain the temporal
match between clutch hatch date and peak availability of prey. This suggests that behavioral
adjustments that closely track key phenological shifts may lessen some impacts of rapid envi-
ronmental change, at least in the short term. The decision by some polar bears from the SB to
exploit terrestrial habitat, rather than remain with the retreating pack ice, appears to be a
behavioral response to the loss of sea ice habitat over the continental shelf. This behavior is not
necessarily surprising since other subpopulations where the sea ice completely melts every
summer (e.g., WH, southern Hudson Bay, Foxe Basin, and Davis Strait) display greater use of
land along with flexibility in foraging behavior [49]. In the near-term, whether bears benefit
from this behavioral flexibility will likely hinge on the trade-off between the availability of food
resources (and net energetic benefit), and the risks associated with accessing them, such as
increased exposure to human-related activities, competition with grizzly bears (Ursus arctos)
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[50], and increased potential for disease transmission [51]. However, for polar bears to benefit
over the long term, behavioral flexibility will have to result in adaptations to environmental
change on a sufficiently fast time-scale to result in evolutionary rescue [52].

Distribution data obtained from aerial surveys suggests that bowhead whale bone piles are
focal attractors for bears on shore. Rogers et al. [53] found evidence of a shift in foraging
behavior by some SB polar bears marked by fidelity to the nearshore region in winter and
spring and consumption of bowhead whale tissue during summer and fall. It is likely that
most bowhead whale tissue is consumed by bears visiting sites that have been stocked with
remains following fall whaling [54], though scavenging on beach-cast whales also occurs. Nev-
ertheless, the difference in the biomass of marine mammal food resources available to bears
on shore is an important distinction between the SB and the previously mentioned five sub-
populations of polar bears that have historically used land in summer. For the latter, entire
subpopulations come ashore when the annual ice melts completely each summer and bears
enter a hypophagic state until the ice reforms in the fall [1, 55, 56]. In WH, the open water sea-
son lasts upwards of 4 months (e.g., [57]) and model-based estimates, that assume polar bears
fast while on shore, suggest that an increase beyond 5 months could trigger substantial
declines in reproductive potential and survival ([58, 59, 60] but see [61]). Currently in the SB,
bears are spending upwards of 2.5 months on shore and usually have access to bowhead whale
remains for the latter portion of that period. If the trends of increasing use of terrestrial habitat
and lengthening open water season continue in the SB, then any relative benefits of scavenging
bowhead whale remains should diminish over time (assuming biomass available to bears
remains consistent).

Increased use of terrestrial habitat and exploitation of human-provisioned resources by
polar bears has attendant risks, including a greater potential for human-polar bear interaction
and conflict. Wildlife-human conflict can have wide-ranging effects, including adversely
impacting wildlife populations, causing economic losses to stakeholders, and endangering pub-
lic safety [62]. The north coast of Alaska includes several villages and an industrial footprint
associated with oil exploration and extraction activities, all of which are in relatively close prox-
imity to bowhead whale remains sites (particularly at Barter and Cross Islands) where the
majority of bears were detected during aerial surveys. Human-wildlife conflicts are often clus-
tered in space and time (e.g., [63]) due to the availability and distribution of focal attractors.
Given that the extent of summer sea ice is projected to decline through the 21st century [64],
terrestrial habitat and human-provisioned resources are likely to become increasingly impor-
tant for SB polar bears. Bears that are highly motivated to obtain food appear more willing to
risk interacting with humans (e.g., [65]), and the increased frequency of bears on land, coupled
with expanding human activity due to retreating sea ice, is expected to lead to greater human-
polar bear interaction and conflict. Proactive management of human-polar bear interactions
will be needed to reduce the future risk of conflict.

Our study suggests that SB polar bears have become more reliant on terrestrial habitat.
Since the mid-2000s, the estimated proportion of the SB subpopulation coming ashore [15] has
increased substantially and the behavior should no longer be considered trivial, even though
the majority of the subpopulation still remains with the sea ice during the open-water season.
Indeed, there is reason to hypothesize that use of terrestrial habitat may be adaptive, at least for
the short-term. When summer sea ice persists in the SB, it is now relegated to the deep water of
the polar basin which is less biologically productive than the continental shelf region. As a
result, polar bears that remain with the ice may have fewer opportunities to encounter ringed
(Pusa hispida) and bearded seals (Erignathus barbatus), which may explain reports of increased
frequency of fasting, decreased kill rates [66, 67], and declining body condition [24]. By con-
trast, polar bears that come ashore and scavenge bowhead whales may be able to maximize
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energy intake while minimizing energy expended, thereby reducing the likelihood of fasting
and staving off declines in body condition.

Polar bears have evolved preferences for sea ice habitat and preying on marine mammals. In
the SB, those preferences are informing two seemingly disparate strategies for coping with the
loss of summer sea ice habitat: displace to shore and scavenge on predictably-available marine
mammal food, or remain with the sea ice as it retracts over the polar basin and risk nutritional
restriction [12]. Human-induced rapid environmental change is having profound effects on
the quality and quantity of Arctic sea ice [68, 69], which will likely make it difficult for polar
bears and other ice-adapted species to reliably select suitable habitats for maintaining fitness
[70]. Behavioral plasticity is the initial response to dramatic environmental perturbations, fol-
lowed by transmission of innovative behaviors within and across generations, eventually lead-
ing to evolution of the behavioral response over time [71] and, perhaps, evolutionary rescue
[52]. However, behavioral plasticity may be an effective response by polar bears only if the rate
of environmental change does not outpace transmission of behavioral innovations.

Supporting Information
S1 Table. Hypotheses and candidate linear regression models tested to predict the timing
of arrival on shore, length of stay on shore, and timing of departure from shore by adult
female polar bears, 1986–2014.
(DOCX)

Acknowledgments
S. Amstrup led capture efforts from 1986–2008, and G. Durner led capture efforts from 2009–
2011. G. York, K. Simac, A, Pagano, T. Donnelly, E. Regehr, and many others assisted with
data collection. This work was conducted as part of the U.S. Geological Survey’s Changing Arc-
tic Ecosystems Initiative. We thank the communities of Kaktovik, Deadhorse, and Barrow for
field support. We thank the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge and the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment for providing significant logistic and financial support. We thank our excellent pilots for
ensuring safe capture operations. This paper was reviewed and approved by USGS under their
Fundamental Science Practices policy (http://www.usgs.gov/fsp). We thank K. Rode, R. Rock-
well, and an anonymous reviewer for providing helpful comments on a pervious draft of this
manuscript. Use of trade names is for descriptive purposes only and does not imply endorse-
ment by the U.S. Government.

Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: TA EP. Performed the experiments: TA EP SM. Ana-
lyzed the data: TA KL RWDD PT. Wrote the paper: TA EP RWMM.

References
1. Amstrup SC, Marcot BG, and Douglas DC (2008) A Bayesian network modeling approach to forecast-

ing the 21st century worldwide status of polar bears, Pp. 213–268 in Arctic Sea Ice Decline: Observa-
tions, Projections, Mechanisms, and Implications (DeWeaver E. T., Bitz C. M., and Tremblay L.-B.,
(eds.). Am Geo Union Geo Mono No. 180, Washington, DC, USA.

2. Amstrup SC, DeWeaver ET, Douglas DC, Marcot BG, Durner GM, Bitz CM, et al. (2010) Greenhouse
gas mitigation can reduce sea ice loss and increase polar bear persistence. Nature 468:955–960. doi:
10.1038/nature09653 PMID: 21164484

3. Stirling I, Derocher AE (1993) Possible impacts of climatic warming on polar bears. Arctic 46:240–245.

4. Comiso JC (2012) Large decadal decline of the Arctic multiyear ice cover. J Clim 25:1176–1193.

Increased Land Use by an Arctic Marine Predator

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932 June 1, 2016 15 / 18

0000002626



5. Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). (2014) Climate change: impacts, adaptation, vul-
nerability. Part A: global and sectoral aspects, Contribution of theWorking Group II to the Fifth Assess-
ment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA.

6. Allen MR, Stocker TF (2013) Impact of delay in reducing carbon dioxide emissions. Nat Clim Change
4:23–26, doi: 10.1038/NCLIMATE2077

7. BradshawWE, Holzapfel CM (2006) Evolutionary response to rapid climate change. Science
312:1477–1478. PMID: 16763134

8. Berteaux D, Réale D, McAdam AG, Boutin S (2004) Keeping pace with fast climate change: can Arctic
life count on evolution? Int Comp Biol 44:140–151.

9. Perry AL, Low PJ, Ellis JR, Reynolds JD (2005) Climate change and distribution shifts in marine fishes.
Science 308:1912–1915. PMID: 15890845

10. Parmesan C, Yohe G (2003). A globally coherent fingerprint of climate change impacts across natural
systems. Nature 421:37–42. PMID: 12511946

11. Schlaepfer MA, RungeMC, Sherman PW (2002) Ecological and evolutionary traps. Trends Eco Evo
17:474–480.

12. Whiteman JP, Harlow HJ, Durner GM, Anderson-Sprecher R, Albeke SE, Regehr EV, Amstrup SC,
Ben-David M (2015) Summer declines in activity and body temperature offer polar bears limited energy
savings. Science 349:295–298. doi: 10.1126/science.aaa8623 PMID: 26185248

13. Durner GM, Douglas DC, Nielson RM, Amstrup SC, McDonald TL, Stirling I, et al. (2009) Predicting
21st-century polar bear habitat distribution from global climate models. Ecol Mono 79:25–58.

14. Stroeve JC, Markus T, Boisvert L, Miller J, Barrett A (2014) Changes in Arctic melt season and implica-
tions for sea ice loss. Geo Res Lett 41:1216–1225.

15. Schliebe S, Rode KD, Gleason JS, Wilder J, Proffitt K, Evans TJ, et al. (2008) Effects of sea ice extent
and food availability on spatial and temporal distribution of polar bears during the fall open-water period
in the Southern Beaufort Sea. Polar Biol 31:999–1010.

16. Obbard ME, Thiemann GW, Peacock E, DeBruyn TD (2010) Polar bears: proceedings of the 15th work-
ing meeting of the IUCN/SSC Polar Bear Specialist Group. Copenhagen, Denmark, 29 June–3 July
2009, IUCN, Gland, Switzerland and Cambridge, UK.

17. Taylor MK, Laake J, McLoughlin PD, Born EW, Cluff HD, Ferguson SH, et al.(2005) Demography and
viability of a hunted population of polar bears. Arctic 58:203–214.

18. Peacock E, Taylor MK, Laake J, Stirling I (2013) Population ecology of polar bears in Davis Strait, Can-
ada and Greenland. J Wild Manag 77:463–476.

19. Stapleton S, Peacock E, Garshelis D (2016) Aerial surveys suggest long-term stability in the seasonally
ice-free Foxe Basin (Nunavut) polar bear population. Mar MammSci 32:181–201.

20. Stirling I, Lunn NJ, Iacozza J (1999) Long-term trends in the population ecology of polar bears in west-
ern Hudson Bay in relation to climatic change. Arctic 52:294–306.

21. Regehr EV, Lunn NJ, Amstrup SC, Stirling I (2007) Effects of earlier sea ice breakup on survival and
population size of polar bears in western Hudson Bay. J Wild Manag 71:2673–2683.

22. Stapleton S, Atkinson S, Hedman D, Garshelis D (2014) Revisiting Western Hudson Bay: Using aerial
surveys to update polar bear abundance in a sentinel population. Biol Conserv 170:38–47.

23. Regehr EV, Hunter CM, Caswell H, Amstrup SC, Stirling I (2010) Survival and breeding of polar bears
in the southern Beaufort Sea in relation to sea ice. J Anim Ecol 79:117–127. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2656.
2009.01603.x PMID: 19754681

24. Rode KD, Amstrup SC, Regehr EV (2010) Reduced body size and cub recruitment in polar bears asso-
ciated with sea ice decline. Ecol Appl 20:768–782. PMID: 20437962

25. Hunter CM, Caswell H, Runge MC, Regehr EV, Amstrup SC, Stirling I (2010) Climate change threatens
polar bear populations: a stochastic demographic analysis. Ecology 91:2883–2897. PMID: 21058549

26. Bromaghin JF, McDonald TL, Stirling I, Derocher AE, Richardson ES, Regehr EV, et al. (2015) Polar
bear population dynamics in the southern Beaufort Sea during a period of sea ice decline. Ecol Appl
25:634–651. PMID: 26214910

27. Jakobsson M, Macnab R, Mayer L, Anderson R, Edwards M, Hatzky J, et al. (2008) An improved bathy-
metric portrayal of the Arctic Ocean: Implications for ocean modeling and geological, geophysical and
oceanographic analyses. Geo Res Lett 35:L07602, doi: 10.1029/2008GL033520

28. Amstrup SC, Durner GM, McDonald TL, JohnsonWR (2006) Estimating potential effects of hypotheti-
cal oil spills on polar bears. U.S. Geological Survey Open-File Report 2006–1337.

29. Ramsay MA, Stirling I (1988) Reproductive biology and ecology of female polar bears (Ursus mariti-
mus). J Zool 214:601–634.

Increased Land Use by an Arctic Marine Predator

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932 June 1, 2016 16 / 18

0000002627



30. Calvert W, Ramsay MA (1998) Evaluation of age determination of polar bears by counts of cementum
growth layer groups. Ursus 10:449–453.

31. Douglas DC, Weinzierl RC, Davidson S, Kays R, Wikelski M, Bohrer G (2012) Moderating Argos loca-
tion errors in animal tracking data: Methods Eco Evo 3:999–1007.

32. Johnson DS, London JM, Lea M-A, Durban JW (2008) Continuous-time correlated random walk model
for animal telemetry data. Ecology 89:1028–1215.

33. R Development Core Team (2013) R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. R Foun-
dation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria.

34. Hooten MB, Hanks EM, Johnson DS, Alldredge MW (2014) Temporal variation and scale in movement-
based resource selection functions. Stat Method 17:82–98.

35. Gleason JS, Rode KD (2009) Polar bear distribution and habitat association reflect long-term changes
in fall sea ice conditions in the Alaskan Beaufort Sea. Arctic 62:405–417.

36. Cavalieri DJ, Parkinson CL, Gloersen P, Zwally H (1996, updated continually) Sea ice concentrations
from Nimbus-7 SMMR and DMSP SSM/I-SSMIS passive microwave data. NASA National Snow and
Ice Data Center Distributed Active Archive Center, Boulder, Colorado, USA.

37. Stirling I, Lunn NJ, Iacozza J, Elliott C, Obbard M (2004) Polar bear distribution and abundance on the
southwestern Hudson Bay coast during open water season, in relation to population trends and annual
ice patterns. Arctic 57:15–26.

38. Rode KD, Wilson RR, Regehr EV, St. Martin M, Douglas DC, Olson J (2015) Increased land use by
Chukchi Sea polar bears in relation to changing sea ice conditions. PLoS One: 10: e0142213. doi: 10.
1371/journal.pone.0142213 PMID: 26580809

39. Toms JD, Lesperance ML (2003) Piecewise regression: a tool for identifying ecological thresholds.
Ecology 84:2034–2041.

40. Akaike H (1973) Maximum likelihood identification of Gaussian autoregressive moving average mod-
els. Biometrika 60:255–265.

41. Burnham KP, Anderson DR (2002) Model selection and multimodel inference: A practical information-
theoretic approach ( 2nd edition). Springer, New York, New York, USA.

42. Arnold TW (2010) Uninformative parameters and model selection using Akaike's Information Criterion.
J Wild Manag 74:1175–1178.

43. Allison PD (1999) Multiple regression: A primer. Pine Forge Press, Newbury Park, CA, USA.

44. Neter J, Kutner MH, Nachtsheim CJ, WassermanW (1996) Applied linear statistical models. McGraw-
Hill, Boston, MA, USA.

45. Amstrup SC, Durner GM, Stirling I, Lunn NJ, Messier F (2000) Movements and distribution of polar
bears in the Beaufort Sea. Can J Zool 78:948–966.

46. Cherry SG, Derocher AE, Thiemann GW, Lunn NJ (2013) Migration phenology and seasonal fidelity of
an Arctic marine predator in relation to sea ice dynamics. J Anim Ecol 82:912–921. doi: 10.1111/1365-
2656.12050 PMID: 23510081

47. Pagano AM, Durner GM, Amstrup SC, Simac KS, York GS (2012) Long-distance swimming by polar
bears (Ursus maritimus) of the southern Beaufort Sea during years of extensive open water. Can J Zool
90:663–676.

48. Charmantier A, McCleery RH, Cole LR, Perrins C, Kruuk LEB, Sheldon BC (2008) Adaptive phenotypic
plasticity in response to climate change in a wild bird population. Science 320:800–803. doi: 10.1126/
science.1157174 PMID: 18467590

49. Gormezano LJ, Rockwell RF (2013) What to eat now? Shifts in terrestrial diet in western Hudson Bay.
Ecol Evol 3:3509–3523.

50. Miller S, Wilder J, Wilson RR (2015) Polar bear–grizzly bear interactions during the autumn open-water
period in Alaska. J Mammal 96:1317–1325.

51. Creech TG, Cross PC, Scurlock BM, Maichak EJ, Rogerson JD, Henningsen JC, et al. (2012) Effects of
low-density feeding on elk–fetus contact rates onWyoming feedgrounds. J Wild Manag 76:877–886.

52. Orr HA, Unckless RL (2014) The population genetics of evolutionary rescue. PLoS Genet 10(8):
e1004551. doi: 10.1371/journal.pgen.1004551 PMID: 25121960

53. Rogers MC, Peacock E, Simac K, O’Dell MB, Welker JM (2015) Diet of female polar bears in the south-
ern Beaufort Sea of Alaska: evidence for an emerging alternative foraging strategy in response to envi-
ronmental change. Polar Bio 38:1035–1047.

54. Herreman J, Peacock E (2013) Polar bear use of a persistent food subsidy: insights from non-invasive
genetic sampling in Alaska. Ursus 24:148–163.

Increased Land Use by an Arctic Marine Predator

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932 June 1, 2016 17 / 18

0000002628



55. Ramsay MA, Hobson KA (1991) Polar bears make little use of terrestrial food webs: evidence from sta-
ble-carbon isotope analysis. Oecologia 86:598–600.

56. Hobson KA, Stirling I, Andriashek DS (2009) Isotopic homogeneity of breath CO2 from fasting and
berry-eating polar bears: implications for tracing reliance on terrestrial foods in a changing Arctic. Can J
Zool 87:50–55.

57. Stirling I, Parkinson CL (2006) Possible effects of climate warming on selected populations of polar
bears (Ursus maritimus) in the Canadian Arctic. Arctic 59:261–275.

58. Molnár PK, Derocher AE, Thiemann GW, Lewis MA (2010) Predicting survival, reproduction and abun-
dance of polar bears under climate change. Bio Conserv 143:1612–1622.

59. Molnár PK, Derocher AE, Thiemann GW, Lewis MA (2014) Corrigendum to “Predicting survival, repro-
duction and abundance of polar bears under climate change” (Bio Conserv 143:1612–1622). Bio Con-
serv 177:230–231.

60. Robbins CT, Lopez-Alfaro C, Rode KD, TøienØ, Nelson LO (2012) Hibernation and seasonal fasting in
bears: the energetic costs and consequences for polar bears. J Mamm 93:1493–1503.

61. Gormezano LJ, Rockwell RF (2015) The energetic value of land-based foods in western Hudson Bay
and their potential to alleviate energy deficits of starving adult male polar bears. PLoS One 10(6)
e0128520. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0128520 PMID: 26061693

62. Thirgood S, Woodroffe R, Rabinowitz A (2005) The impact of human-wildlife conflict on human lives
and livelihoods. Pp. 13–26 in People andWildlife: Conflict or Coexistence (Woodroffe R., Thirgood S.,
and Rabinowitz A., eds.). Cambridge University Press, New York, New York, USA.

63. Baruch-Mordo S, Breck SW,Wilson KR, Theobald DM (2008) Spatiotemporal distribution of black
bear-human conflicts in Colorado, USA. J Wild Manag 72:1853–1862.

64. Overland JE, Wang M (2013) When will the summer Arctic be nearly ice free? Geo Res Lett 40:2097–
2101.

65. Towns L, Derocher AE, Stirling I, Lunn NJ, Hedman D (2009) Spatial and temporal patterns of problem
polar bears in Churchill, Manitoba. Polar Bio 32:1529–1537.

66. Cherry SG, Derocher AE, Stirling I, Richardson ES (2009) Fasting physiology of polar bears in relation
to environmental change and breeding behavior in the Beaufort Sea. Polar Bio 32:383–391.

67. Pilfold NW, Derocher AE, Stirling I, Richardson E (2015) Multi-temporal factors influence predation for
polar bears in a changing climate. Oikos, doi: 10.1111/oik.02000

68. Lindsay RW, Zhang J (2005) The thinning of Arctic sea ice, 1988–2003: Have we passed a tipping
point? J Clim 18:4879–4894.

69. Maslanik JA, Fowler C, Stroeve J, Drobot S, Zwally J, Yi D, et al. (2007) A younger, thinner Arctic ice
cover: Increased potential for rapid, extensive sea-ice loss. Geo Res Lett 34:L24501, doi: 10.1029/
2007GL032043

70. Hale R, Treml EA, Swearer SE (2015) Evaluating the metapopulation consequences of ecological
traps. Proc Roy Soc Lon B: Bio Sci 282:20142930.

71. Tuomainen U, Candolin U (2011) Behavioral responses to human-induced environmental change. Bio
Rev 86:640–657.

Increased Land Use by an Arctic Marine Predator

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0155932 June 1, 2016 18 / 18

0000002629



INTRODUCTION

Kaktovik, also referred to as Barter Island, is a small
community located on Barter Island in the extreme northeast
of Alaska, within the boundaries of the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) (Fig. 1). The 2000 US Census
enumerated 293 people, most of whom (247, or 84%) are
native. Household economies rely upon both wage labour
(and other income sources) and subsistence activities as vital
components of an integrated system. Subsistence whaling is
of high importance to the Kaktovikmiut, the ‘people of
Kaktovik’, from both economic and cultural perspectives
(Kaktovikmiut and Francis, n.d.). Subsistence activities in
Kaktovik make use of a unique set of resources. Due to
Kaktovik’s location, hunters have access to terrestrial,
riparian and marine resources, and make substantial use of
all three. Jacobson and Wentworth (1982) summarised
literature indicating that a prehistoric village existed at
Kaktovik where ‘many whale bones could be found’. Thus,
the prehistoric people of the area, the ‘Qanmaliurat’, were
certainly whale hunters, which suggests that bowhead whale
(Balaena mysticetus) migratory patterns in the area have
been similar for centuries. Of the marine mammals, the
bowhead whale is the primary subsistence resource, but
seals and polar bears are also taken (Jacobsen and
Wentworth, 1982; Impact Assessment Inc, 1990).
Subsistence activities, and especially activities surrounding
the bowhead whale hunt, are central to the structural
organisation and cultural identity of Kaktovik residents.

People from Kaktovik hunt whales only in the autumn, as
the spring migration of bowheads past Kaktovik occurs far
offshore, beyond the landfast ice zone. At Kaktovik,
whaling is done from powerboats. These boats vary in
characteristics, from an 18ft open Lund skiff to a 24 or 25ft
cabin-cruiser type vessel. As speed is a much desired
characteristic, motor size has tended to increase through

time. Depending on the year, there are up to 11 whaling
crews in Kaktovik. With a minimum of four or five people
to a crew, most adult men are involved with whaling. Most
other people in the village are involved in some support or
processing capability. Whaling is an important community-
wide activity.

Information from bowhead whales captured during
subsistence harvests has been investigated as input to
population models but it was concluded that the availability
of whales to the hunters was not uniform (Punt et al., 2003).
If harvested whales are not a random sample of the
population as a whole, then allowance must be made for the
biases. Hunters from villages in northern Alaska prefer
small whales to larger whales because they are easier to
handle and the meat and blubber is said to be softer and
better tasting (Braham et al., 1980; McCartney, 1995). Thus,
harvested whales do not represent a random sample of the
population. This paper describes the bowhead whale harvest
at Kaktovik and examines the size, sex, timing information
and locations of bowhead whales harvested to assess
whether they are a random sample of the population, and if
not, to describe the biases.

METHODS

The data on the bowhead whale harvest at Kaktovik have
been collected by the North Slope Borough (NSB)
Department of Wildlife Management (Suydam et al., 1995),
Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G) (Lowry et
al., 2004), and the National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS) (Marquette, 1977; Braham, 1987; Withrow et al.,
1992). The data are archived in a database maintained by the
North Slope Borough. Postmortem examinations at
Kaktovik are sometimes conducted by biologists, unlike
many of the other villages along the Alaskan coast. The
postmortem examinations include data on sex, body length,
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Abstract We investigated the relationship between sea ice
conditions, food availability, and the fall distribution of polar
bears (Ursus maritimus) in terrestrial habitats of the Southern
Beaufort Sea via weekly aerial surveys in 2000–2005. Aerial
surveys were conducted weekly during September and Octo-
ber along the Southern Beaufort Sea coastline and barrier
islands between Barrow and the Canadian border to deter-
mine polar bear density on land. The number of bears on land
both within and among years increased when sea-ice was
retreated furthest from the shore. However, spatial distribu-
tion also appeared to be related to the availability of subsis-
tence-harvested bowhead whale (Balaena mysticetus)
carcasses and the density of ringed seals (Phoca hispida) in
oVshore waters. Our results suggest that long-term reductions
in sea-ice could result in an increasing proportion of the
Southern Beaufort Sea polar bear population coming on land
during the fall open-water period and an increase in the
amount of time individual bears spend on land.

Keywords Polar bears · Sea ice · Distribution · 
Bear density

Introduction

Identifying the ecological factors aVecting animal distribu-
tions can be important for predicting population-level
responses to changing environmental conditions (Mills and
Gorman 1997; Musiega et al. 2006; Sutherland 2006). Such
predictions are increasingly needed in the Arctic where
rapid changes in pack and land-fast ice associated with cli-
mate change (Dumas et al. 2006; Holland et al. 2006;
Lemke et al. 2007) are expected to result in broad ecosys-
tem-level impacts (Gitay et al. 2002; ACIA 2005; Parme-
san 2006; Serreze et al. 2007). Species living at high
latitudes or altitudes are restricted to occupying the most
cold-extreme habitats and as a result are some of the Wrst to

S. Schliebe · K. D. Rode (&) · J. Wilder · K. ProYtt · 
T. J. Evans · S. Miller
Marine Mammals Management, 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
1011 E. Tudor Road, 
Anchorage, AK 99503, USA
e-mail: karyn_rode@fws.gov

S. Schliebe
e-mail: scott_schliebe@fws.gov

J. Wilder
e-mail: james_wilder@mms.gov

T. J. Evans
e-mail: thomas_evans@fws.gov

S. Miller
e-mail: suzanne_miller@fws.gov

J. S. Gleason
Environmental Studies Section, 
U.S. Minerals Management Service, 3801 Centerpoint Drive, 
Suite 500, Anchorage, AK 99503, USA
e-mail: jeVrey_gleason@fws.gov

Present Address:
J. S. Gleason
Kulm Wetland Management District, 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1 First Street SW, 
P.O. Box E, Kulm, ND 58456, USA

Present Address:
K. ProYtt
Department of Ecology, Montana State University, 
Bozeman, MT 59717-3460, USA
e-mail: proYtt@montana.edu

0000002635



Polar Biol

1 3

exhibit responses to climate change (Walther et al. 2002;
Parmesan 2006). However, detecting and deWnitively
attributing population trends in long-lived species to chang-
ing environmental conditions has been constrained by the
ability to detect major declines in abundance (Taylor et al.
2007) and the potential for additional ecological processes,
such as density dependence, to play a role (Ginzburg et al.
1990; Ellis and Post 2004; Derocher 2005). Identifying and
understanding the mechanisms by which environmental
factors, such as those attributed with climate change, may
aVect wildlife populations and their distribution can aid in
predicting potential long-term population-level responses
(Parmesan 2006).

Polar bears (Ursus maritimus) and their primary prey,
ringed seals (Phoca hispida), are both highly dependent on
sea ice (Stirling and Derocher 1993; Amstrup 2003;
Simpkins et al. 2003), raising concerns that both species
may exhibit population-level responses to changing sea
ice conditions (Derocher et al. 2004; Regehr et al. 2006;
Stirling and Parkinson 2006; Schliebe et al. 2006). While
the life-history of some polar bear populations, such as
those in Western Hudson Bay and BaYn Bay, includes
spending up to 4 months of the year on land during the fall
open-water period (Stirling et al. 1977; Derocher et al.
1993; Ferguson et al. 1997, 2000), polar bears in Alaskan
populations, including the Southern Beaufort Sea (SBS)
and Chukchi Sea, and other open basin populations (e.g.,
Barents Sea, Laptev Sea, Franz Joseph, Svalbard, East
Greenland) typically spend most of the year on the sea ice
(Garner et al. 1990; Amstrup et al. 2000; Mauritzen et al.
2001; Durner et al. 2004). However, recent reports from
bowhead whale (Balaena mysticetus) aerial surveys sug-
gest an increase in polar bear use of land in the fall since
around 1997 (Monnett et al. 2005; Gleason et al. 2006). In
addition, polar bear sightings in the vicinity of onshore oil
and gas facilities (C. Perham, unpublished data) and obser-
vations by Native villagers suggest that bears have been
increasing their use of land during the fall open-water
period in the Alaskan SBS. Furthermore, females in this
population have exhibited a shift to denning more on land
and less on the sea ice in recent years (Fischbach et al.
2007). These changes have occurred over the same time
period as documented reductions in the summer extent of
sea ice in the SBS (Rigor and Wallace 2004; Serreze et al.
2007). Similar reductions in sea ice in Western and South-
ern Hudson Bay have resulted in polar bears spending
more time fasting on land and as a consequence, human–
bear interactions have increased (Stirling and Parkinson
2006), and bear body condition and reproduction have
declined (Stirling et al. 1999; Dowsley 2006; Obbard et al.
2006; Stirling and Parkinson 2006) ultimately resulting in
population declines (Regehr et al. 2008). Though declines
in body condition and cub survival have also been

documented in the SBS, they have not yet been directly
linked to changes in sea ice conditions (Regehr et al.
2006). To better understand polar bear responses to chang-
ing ice conditions in the SBS, we investigated temporal
and spatial patterns of polar bear abundance along the
north coast of Alaska during the fall open-water period in
relation to sea ice conditions and food availability.

Polar bears that come on land in most areas typically
consume minimal, if any, food and therefore, spend the
duration fasting while they await the re-formation of ice
needed to access and hunt seals (Derocher et al. 1993;
Atkinson and Ramsay 1995). For this reason, longer ice-
free periods in Western and Southern Hudson Bay, Canada,
are more clearly linked to reduction in body condition and
natality (Stirling et al. 1999; Dowsley 2006; Obbard et al.
2006). Adult female polar bears Wtted with GPS collars and
tracked in the Southern Beaufort have only occasionally
been observed coming ashore in the fall (G. Durner, per-
sonal communication), though the proportion of the total
SBS population coming ashore each year in the fall is
unknown. Of those polar bears that do come ashore, at least
some spend time foraging on subsistence-harvested bow-
head whale carcasses. Three communities, Barrow, Nuiq-
sut, and Kaktovik (Fig. 1), on the North Slope of Alaska
consistently harvest bowhead whales each fall, and as
many as 65 polar bears have been observed feeding at a sin-
gle bowhead whale carcass (Miller et al. 2006). Bowhead
whale carcasses have been available to polar bears at these
locations since the early 1970s (Koski et al. 2005). Identi-
fying the distribution of polar bears on the coast in relation
to availability of whale carcasses is important to under-
standing the potential implications of increased land use on
polar bear body condition and the role whale carcasses may
play in aVecting land use by bears. Furthermore, estimates
of the minimum number of bears using land in the fall is
needed to better understand potential population-level
eVects.

In light of the apparent changes in polar bear use of the
nearshore environment and its potential to have both eco-
logical and management implications, our objectives were
to (1) determine whether within and among-year variation
in polar bear abundance onshore is related to seasonal and
annual variation in the extent of the pack ice and density of
ringed seals over the continental shelf, and (2) identify spa-
tial patterns of polar bear abundance onshore in relation to
proximity to pack ice, availability of subsistence-harvested
whale carcasses, and distribution of ringed seals in oVshore
areas.

As the ice retreats to its minimum extent in mid-to-late
September, we predicted that the number of polar bears
occurring on land would increase as opportunities for bears
to return to the sea ice decline (Stirling et al. 1999; Stirling
and Parkinson 2006). Though only a portion of the SBS
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population appears to come to shore in the fall, we hypothe-
sized that ice conditions would aVect both within and
among-year variation in the total number of polar bears on
shore. We further hypothesized that the largest concentra-
tions of polar bears would occur at the three areas where
subsistence-harvested bowhead whale carcasses are depos-
ited (Miller et al. 2006), particularly since access to polar
bear preferred prey, ringed seals, is believed to be limited
during the open-water period. We also investigated the pos-
sibility that, despite limited access to ringed seals during
the open-water period, polar bear distribution on land may
be a response to annual and spatial variation in ringed seal
density over the continental shelf. Though ringed seals
occur primarily in open-water areas in the fall in the SBS
(Harwood and Stirling 1992), several studies have sug-
gested that locations of polar bears during the open-water
period were related to future opportunities to access ringed

seals (Ferguson et al. 2000; Durner et al. 2004). Thus, our
analyses of spatial and temporal patterns of near-shore
polar bear abundance were examined relative to ice condi-
tions, whale carcass availability, and ringed seal distribu-
tion and relative abundance.

Materials and methods

Aerial survey methods

Polar bear density estimates

Indices of polar bear density were determined by conduct-
ing weekly systematic aerial surveys along the coastline
and barrier islands in the southern Beaufort Sea from mid-
September to late-October 2000–2005 to identify seasonal

Fig. 1 Map of polygons, ice survey points (asterisks), and ringed
seal sightings (diamonds) used to quantify oVshore ringed seal
density, polar bear density on land, and the distance to sea-ice on the
Alaskan coast of the Southern Beaufort Sea. Sea-ice shown is an

example of the data provided by the National Ice Center for 3 October
2005. Note that spatial patterns were examined only between 2003
and 2005 when surveys were Xown between Barrow and the
Canadian border

0000002637



Polar Biol

1 3

changes (Table 1). During 2000–2002, the survey area
extended from Cape Halkett to Jago Spit and in 2003–2005
from Barrow to the Canadian border (Fig. 1). Because polar
bear activity in this area is concentrated along a relatively
narrow band including the barrier islands and mainland
coast, surveys were Xown over these same areas each year
similar to Stirling et al. (2004). Previous studies have
shown perpendicular detection of polar bears from aerial
surveys to remain high out to 500 m (McDonald et al.
1999; Wiig and Derocher 1999). As a result, the number of
polar bears per km Xown provides a “density” index for
comparing temporal and spatial patterns of coastal use by
bears relative to ecological conditions (Stirling et al. 2004).
Since the methods were designed to generate a relative den-
sity index, we do not recommend extrapolating the values
reported in this study to estimate total abundance of polar
bears using the Alaskan north coast in any given year.

Surveys were Xown in an Aero-Commander aircraft at
an altitude of 91 m (300 ft) and a ground speed of 165–
205 km/h. Two experienced observers recorded polar bear
sightings. For each polar bear sighting, observers recorded
sex and age of individual bears when possible. A desig-
nated observer continuously recorded changes in visibility
and weather conditions. Only surveys conducted in fair to
good viewing conditions were included in analyses. When
necessary, animals were circled to verify counts, sex/age
class, or presence/absence of cubs. However, because of
our limited ability to reliably distinguish sex and age class
of each bear observed, bears were further classiWed as
either family groups or lone bears for analysis. Cubs-of-the-
year could typically be distinguished from yearlings and
2-years old, but occasionally dependent young were classi-
Wed as unknown age. A global positioning system (GPS;
Garmin III+; Garmin International Inc., Olathe, KS, USA)
recorded and time-stamped aircraft locations at 13–15 s
intervals, as well as locations for all polar bear sightings.
Flight tracks and polar bear sightings were entered into a
Microsoft Access™ database and imported later into
ESRI® ArcMap (Version 9.1; ESRI Inc., Redlands, CA,
USA) to generate distribution maps.

Since distances Xown varied slightly among surveys,
the number of bears sighted was divided by the distance
surveyed. Distances Xown were determined by download-
ing waypoints from Xights and converting point Wles to
line Wles in ArcMap using Hawth’s analysis tools (Version
3.06; Beyer 2004). OV-survey sections were omitted from
line Wles and lengths of remaining lines were quantiWed
using Hawth’s tool. Distances spent circling to verify
observations were not included in measures of survey
distance.

Ringed seal density

Ringed seal density was determined from aerial surveys
conducted (MMS, Anchorage, AK, USA) between 1 and 15
September 2000–2005 (Harwood and Stirling 1992). Aerial
surveys consisted of randomized transect lines Xown per-
pendicular to the coastline up to 200 km oV the north coast
of Alaska between Barrow and the Canadian border. Sur-
veys were Xown at an altitude of 457 m and a target
groundspeed of 200–250 km/h (for further detail on survey
design see Monnett and Treacy 2005). We included only
data collected in Beaufort Sea states · 2 (Beaufort scale
winds of 4–6 knots, wave height 1/2–1 m, and small wave-
lets and unbreaking waves; Chapman 1977) and during
good visual conditions (Harwood and Stirling 1992).
Because standard deviation of daily ringed seal estimates
showed a signiWcant negative relationship with the total
transect distance covered (R2 = 0.90, F = 35.3, P = 0.004),
only surveys that covered >600 km distance in a single day

Table 1 Number of polar bears observed and distances surveyed for
coastal aerial surveys conducted along the coast of the Alaskan South-
ern Beaufort Sea

Dates in bold are surveys conducted between Barrow and the Canadian
border. All other surveys were conducted between Cape Halkett and
Jago Spit (see Fig. 1)

Total No. of 
bears observed

Total Distance 
Surveyed (km)

9/21/2000 49 914

9/28/2000 73 796

10/5/2000 72 856

10/12/2000 38 831

9/26/2001 29 960

10/3/2001 22 873

10/10/2001 30 842

10/17/2001 16 666

9/12/2002 43 839

9/19/2002 84 1,023

10/3/2002 114 943

10/17/2002 101 942

10/25/2002 41 806

9/17/2003 59 1,593

9/24/2003 61 1,667

10/6/2003 51 1,666

10/24/2003 32 1,452

9/15/2004 81 1,685

9/23/2004 106 1,791

10/6/2004 122 1,881

10/20/2004 55 1,650

9/12/2005 40 1,692

9/21/2005 82 1,688

10/5/2005 54 1,192

10/17/2005 21 1,488
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were included in estimates of ringed seal density. Similar to
polar bear surveys, data collected on ringed seals were used
as an index of spatial and temporal patterns of density and
were not intended to represent population estimates.

Data selection and analysis

Factors aVecting polar bear density within 
and among years

Analysis of both within and among year variation in polar
bear density was based on counts of all bears excluding
dependent young. Survey date was not included as a factor
aVecting polar bear density because we assumed that bears
respond to ecological factors on a given date within a given
year irrespective of the date itself. We hypothesized that
both within and among year variation in polar bear density
on land was related to the distance between land and pack
ice edge. Therefore, we measured the distance to the pack
ice edge using digital satellite-derived ice data in ArcMap
(Version 9.1; ESRI Inc., Redlands, CA, USA). Nineteen
points distributed roughly every 100 km along the coastline
were created using ET Geowizards extension in ArcMap
(Version 9.6; ET Spatial Techniques, Pretoria, South
Africa; http://www.ian-ko.com) which selects points at
equal intervals along a feature of choice speciWed by the
user. Distances between points were calculated using mea-
surements of the coastline and not straight line distances
between points. Points located within bays or inlets were
excluded so that “ice survey points” occurred only along
the outer coast (Fig. 1). Ice data from the National Ice Cen-
ter (http://www.natice.noaa.gov/) which includes spatial
distribution and concentration of ice was used to identify
areas of ice concentrations ¸50% which we deWned as pack
ice edge. The 50% threshold was chosen based on Wndings
that polar bears in Western Hudson Bay and other eastern
Canadian populations abandoned ice for shore when ice
concentration drops below 50% (Stirling et al. 1999; Stir-
ling and Parkinson 2006). Additionally, during autumn,
radio-collared female polar bears in the SBS tend to use sea
ice of 70–90% concentration (Durner et al. 2004). Dis-
tances from ice survey points to the pack ice edge of ¸50%
concentration were quantiWed using the “Near” feature in
ESRI® ArcToolbox (Version 9.1; ESRI Inc., Redlands, CA,
USA) which measures the shortest linear distance between
the survey point and the nearest ice of ¸50% concentration.
Ice of this concentration was almost always part of the con-
solidated pack ice and landfast ice was excluded from mea-
sures, thus distances were essentially distances to the main
pack ice, rather than randomly scattered fragments of 50%
ice. Initially, we calculated mean distances across all sur-
vey points for every date in which ice data were available
(typically every 3–4 days) between August and October of

each year. Then, for each survey date, measures of ice con-
ditions were calculated, including the mean and minimum
distance of all ice survey points to the pack ice edge on the
date of a survey. These values were then used to calculate
(1) the mean distance to the pack ice edge from survey
points for all dates during the month prior to the survey,
and (2) the minimum distance to the ice edge for all dates
during the month prior to the survey.

In addition to ice conditions aVecting polar bear density
on land, we investigated the role annual variation in ringed
seal density over the continental shelf during the fall might
play in aVecting polar bear distribution in coastal areas.
Ringed seal density was quantiWed as the number of ringed
seals observed per 100 km surveyed between Barrow and
the Canadian border. We also compared polar bear density
on land at the minimum pack ice extent with polar bear
density once land-fast ice formed. This allowed us to deter-
mine if polar bears leave land as soon as ice is available to
access ringed seals oVshore.

Spatial variation in polar bear density

Analyses of spatial patterns of polar bear density were
restricted to only 2003–2005 when polar bears were sur-
veyed over the larger geographic scale (from Barrow to the
Canadian border). Spatial patterns were determined by
quantifying polar bear density in relation to ringed seal
density in nine rectangular polygon layers, 60 km wide £
120 km long, created in ArcMap® (Fig. 1). To create poly-
gons that extended a similar distance oVshore, the coastline
was rotated to create the best straight line coast possible.
From center point of the coastline in each polygon, a 60 km
oVshore area was included to encompass the continental
shelf area delineated by the 25 m mid-depth bathymetry line
(Schumacher 1976) where coastal, shore-fast ice forms in
October, and where ringed seals are likely to be Wrst avail-
able to polar bears after the open-water period (Durner et al.
2004). Several studies have documented this area as having
the highest density of ringed seals during the fall open-water
period in the SBS (Harwood and Stirling 1992; Frost et al.
2004). Ringed seal densities were quantiWed as the total
number of ringed seals observed divided by the area of
water within a polygon. Polar bear density was calculated as
the number of polar bears sighted per km surveyed within
each polygon. The proximity of ice to a single ice survey
point located within each polygon was used to quantify spa-
tial variation in ice proximity along the coast.

Statistical analyses

For all analyses, parametric-tests were conducted when
assumptions of statistical tests could be met. Homogeneity
of variance was conWrmed prior to proceeding with all
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analysis of variance (ANOVA) and general linear model
(GLM) analyses using either a Levene’s test if data were
not normally distributed or an F-test if data were normal.
Normality was tested using an Anderson–Darling test.
Means and standard deviations are provided unless other-
wise stated. Because ANOVAs and GLMs are robust to
non-normality, these tests were used even if normality
could not be achieved (Green 1979). Three-way and two-
way interactive terms were included initially in all GLM
analyses. However, interactive terms were removed from
the GLM if P ¸ 0.10 in a stepwise fashion, such that three-
way interactive terms were Wrst removed, the GLM was re-
run, and subsequent non-signiWcant two-way interactive
terms were removed. Thus, the Wnal model results pre-
sented exclude any non-signiWcant interactions. All statisti-
cal analyses were conducted in Minitab® (Version 13.32;
Minitab, Inc., State College, PA, USA).

Factors aVecting polar bear density within 
and among years

Because the area of the coast surveyed increased in latter
years which could potentially bias polar bear density esti-
mates, a paired t-test was used to compare (1) truncated data
sets of polar bear surveyed between Cape Halkett and Jago
Spit from 2003–2005 with (2) all data collected between
Barrow and the Canadian border in 2003–2005. The results
of this test were used to determine if data collected in all
areas could be compared across all years or if only data
collected between Cape Halkett and Jago Spit could be used.
A Pearson’s correlation matrix was generated to identify
which of the two ice measures (i.e., the minimum or mean
distance to the ice edge the month prior to a survey date)
was most closely related to polar bear density. A GLM was
used to determine whether the distance to ice from shore
varied within and among years by including Julian date as a
co-variate, year as a main eVect, and year £ date as an inter-
active term. A Pearson’s correlation was used to examine
within year patterns of ice distance and whale carcass use by
correlating Julian date with mean distance to the ice edge
and the proportion of bears onshore occurring within 15 km
of subsistence-harvested bowhead whale carcasses.

A linear regression was used to examine the eVects of
ringed seal density oVshore and mean distance to pack ice
on annual variation in polar bear density. Ringed seal den-
sity for this analysis was quantiWed as the total number of
ringed seals observed per 100 km of transect oVshore
between Barrow and the Canadian border. To incorporate
daily variation in pack ice distance across the survey period
of each year, the distance to pack ice was quantiWed as the
area under the curve (AUC) of pack ice distance (distance
of ice ¸ 50% concentration) versus date (Fig. 3) for the
survey period each year. The AUC was then used in the

regression analyses to determine if ice distance and ringed
seal density were related to polar bear density among years.
Subsistence-harvested whale carcasses were available to
bears throughout the survey periods in all years at Cross
and Barter Islands. Due to a lack of variation in whale car-
cass availability, it was not included as a factor aVecting
within or among year variation in polar bear density on
land. A Friedman’s repeated measures analysis was used to
determine if the proportion of females with dependent
young, cubs-of-the-year, and yearlings/2 year olds observed
varied among years. A paired t-test was used to compare
polar bear density between surveys conducted at the mini-
mum extent of the pack ice in each year and surveys con-
ducted in mid-to-late October when pack ice had extended
near the continental shelf and land-fast ice had formed. We
hypothesized that polar bears would move onto the sea ice
from land once ice returned over the continental shelf.

Spatial variation in polar bear density

Analyses of the factors aVecting spatial variation in polar
bear density along the coast were conducted separately
from analyses of the factors aVecting temporal variation for
two reasons. First, data was collected over the broadest
geographic scale in 2003–2005 only, whereas temporal pat-
terns were best examined across all years. Second, we
hypothesized that diVerent factors were driving temporal
versus spatial variation in polar bear density. For example,
the lack of year-to-year and within-year variation in bow-
head whale carcass availability precluded the possibility
that it was a factor driving temporal variation in polar bear
density, whereas it could be an important factor aVecting
spatial variation. Furthermore, we were also interested in
understanding the relationship between the ice edge dis-
tance and both spatial and temporal variation in polar bear
density which we hypothesized might not necessarily act in
the same direction (i.e., polar bear density would be higher
in areas close to the ice edge but total density on land would
be lower during years when the ice edge was closer to
shore).

A GLM was used to determine if polar bear density
diVered between polygons with and without subsistence-
harvested bowhead whale carcasses including distance to
ice and ringed seal density oVshore as co-variates. All inter-
actions were examined, but were removed from the Wnal
model if P > 0.10. In addition, a Pearson correlation matrix
was used to identify patterns of polar bear density, ringed
seal density, and ice distance from west to east along the
coast as well as relationships between polar bear density,
ringed seal density, and ice distance. A regression analysis
was conducted to determine if the number of polar bears
observed at Barter Island accurately predicted the number
of bears elsewhere on the coast in a given year.
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percent of dependent young (30 § 6% of all bears
observed)(F = 0.63, df = 5, P = 0.68) observed in coastal
surveys. Of the dependent young observed, the proportion
of cubs-of-the-year (COY) and yearlings/2 years old were
consistent across years (COY: 56.4 § 19% of all dependent
young; F = 0.60, df = 5, P = 0.70; yearlings: 41.6 § 18.4%;
F = 0.94, df = 5, P = 0.49).

Spatial variation in polar bear density

Polar bear density was higher (7.1 § 8.1 bears/100 km) in
polygons where subsistence-harvested whale carcasses
were present compared to polygons where carcasses were
absent (1.2 § 1.2 bears/100 km) (F1,23 = 6.25, P = 0.02),
but there was an interactive eVect between ringed seal den-
sity over the continental shelf and whale carcass availability

(F1,23 = 8.5, P = 0.008). Thus, the confounding eVects of
high ringed seal density (F1,23 = 18.59, P < 0.0001) and
whale carcass availability could not be separated. Distance
to pack ice was not a signiWcant co-variate aVecting polar
bear density across polygons (F1,21 = 0.97, P = 0.34) and
was excluded from the general linear model. Polar bear
density was also related to ringed seal density across poly-
gons (r = 0.75, P < 0.0001), but not to the distance to ice
edge (r = ¡0.12, P = 0.57).

Ringed seal density within 60 km of the mainland coast
increased (r = 0.41, P = 0.032) and distance to ice edge
decreased(r = ¡0.41, P = 0.033) from west to east along
the coast. Ringed seal density was not correlated with the
distance to ice edge (r = ¡0.14, P = 0.49). For the three
communities that harvest bowhead whales, the density of
polar bears in a polygon was not correlated with the number

Fig. 4 The relationship between the polar bear density on the Alaskan
coast of the southern Beaufort Sea and mean distance to the ice edge
during the month prior to each survey date
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Fig. 5 Relationship between survey date and the percent of all adults
and subadults observed on the survey that occurred within 15 km of
subsistence-harvested bowhead whale carcasses at Barter Island,
Alaska. Surveys were conducted weekly from 2000 to 2005. Dates in
which greater than 50% of bears observed were recorded as unknowns
were excluded
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of whales harvested (r = ¡0.5, P = 0.5). Conversely,
80.5 § 15.7% of all polar bears observed during aerial sur-
veys occurred ·15 km of whale carcasses; 68.9 § 14.2%
of polar bears observed on the coast occurred at Barter
Island alone. The number of bears concentrated at Barter
Island in a given year was not representative of trends in
bear density along the rest of the coast as a whole
(R2 = 0.10, F1,19 = 3.13, P = 0.09).

Discussion

Polar bear density along the mainland coast and on barrier
islands during the fall open-water period in the SBS was
related to the distance between shore and the pack ice edge
and the density of ringed seals over the continental shelf.
The distance between pack ice edge and the mainland coast,
as well as the length of time in which these distances pre-
vailed as quantiWed by the AUC, was directly related to
polar bear density onshore. In addition to ice proximity, we
hypothesize that the distribution of ringed seals may be
aVecting polar bear density onshore throughout the fall
open-water period by (1) encouraging bear movement on to
land so they have access to seals that concentrate in open-
water over the continental shelf when the pack ice retreats
and, or (2) inXuencing bear distribution as they utilize areas
of high ringed seal density to maximize future hunting
opportunities in the fall once land-fast ice forms. The rela-
tionship between ringed seal density over the continental
shelf in mid-September and concurrent bear density
onshore suggests that the former hypothesis may be correct,
while the relatively dramatic decline in polar bear density
onshore in mid-October once land-fast ice forms supports
the latter hypothesis. Thus, both ice conditions and ringed
seal density may aVect bear density on shore during the fall
open-water period. If the extent of summer pack-ice contin-
ues to decline as predicted by many climate models (Zhang
and Walsh 2006; Serreze et al. 2007; Stroeve et al. 2007),
polar bears may be more likely to come ashore during this
time to gain access to ringed seals over the continental shelf
on recently frozen land-fast ice in the fall, rather than
remain on the pack-ice where they may wait a longer period
for ice to extend over the shelf.

Spatial patterns of polar bear density onshore appeared
to be inXuenced by the presence or absence of subsistence-
harvested bowhead whale carcasses. Polar bear density was
over six times higher in areas where whale carcasses were
available. However, this diVerence was largely driven by a
major concentration of bears (69% of total bears onshore)
at Barter Island (17.0 § 6.0 polar bears/100 km). The two
other native communities harvesting bowhead whales had
much lower polar bear density (Barrow: 2.2 § 1.8; Cross
Island: 2.0 § 1.8) despite both of these communities

consistently harvesting higher numbers of bowhead whales
(12.2 § 4.9 and 4.2 § 12 whales/year at Barrow and Cross
Island, respectively) compared to the Kaktovik community
on Barter Island (3.2 § 0.4 whales/year; Suydam et al.
2000, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005). Bowhead whales are
typically harvested earlier on Barter and Cross Islands
(mean date of harvests 7 and 8 September, respectively for
2000–2005) than at Barrow (mean date of harvest 7 Octo-
ber; Suydam et al. 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005)
providing earlier foraging opportunities to land-based polar
bears. However, the location of bears onshore coincides
with areas where the distance to ice edge is shortest. The
shorter distance to the pack ice edge and higher ringed seal
density documented along the eastern edge of the study
area where polar bear density was also highest is supported
by other studies (Frost et al. 2004; Fischbach et al. 2007).
Thus, bears at Barter Island not only avoid fasting by forag-
ing on whale carcasses during the open-water period, they
also maximize future hunting opportunities and earlier
access to high densities of ringed seals once land-fast ice
forms.

Overall, we did not detect an increasing trend in polar
bear densities along the Beaufort Sea coast of Alaska dur-
ing the six years of this study. Conversely, an increase in
the proportion of female polar bears denning on land in the
SBS (Amstrup 2000; Fischbach et al. 2007) and an appar-
ent increase in the proportion of polar bears sighted on land
compared to sea ice during the fall (Gleason et al. 2006)
have been documented previously over a period of decades.
Thus, either changes are occurring over longer time scales
than we examined, or the trend has changed such that the
density of polar bears on the coast is either undetectable or
stable. Our study does, however, suggest that predicted
reductions in the extent of summer sea ice (Hansen et al.
2005; Holland et al. 2006; Serreze et al. 2007), as well as
potential for delayed formation of land-fast ice in the fall
(Dumas et al. 2006) would likely result in an increase in the
number of polar bears using land. Furthermore, in this
study, bear density onshore declined only once the mean
distance to ice concentrations ¸50% along the shore
reached a distance of ·100 km, suggesting the duration of
time bears spend onshore could also increase. There was a
strong relationship between annual variation in the number
of bears onshore and the mean distance to pack ice edge
during the fall open-water period. Duration of sea ice is
predicted to decrease by 10 days by 2020 and 15–20 days
by 2050 with additional thinning of land-fast ice (ACIA
2005; Dumas et al. 2006). In addition, a number of studies
have suggested that recent changes will result in more bears
coming ashore for longer periods (Derocher et al. 2004;
Stirling and Parkinson 2006).

Factors attributed to within and among-year variation in
polar bear density on land in this study were similar to
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patterns documented for polar bears on Wrangel Island,
and along the Chukotka coast in Russia (Kochnev 2006). In
these areas, the number of bears on land was correlated
with the distance to ice edge and the availability of walrus
(Odobenus rosmarus) carcasses during the open-water
period. Polar bears in these areas congregate at walrus hau-
lout sites where they feed on stampeded walrus during the
ice-free period in the western Chukchi Sea. The opportu-
nity for bears in the Chukchi Sea and SBS to feed during
the fall open-water period diVers from some Canadian pop-
ulations, such as Western Hudson Bay, Davis Strait, and
BaYn Bay which are entirely ice-free seasonally and
resulting in polar bears primarily spending the open-water
period fasting (Stirling et al. 1977; Derocher et al. 1993;
Ferguson et al. 1997). Thus, the nutritional eVects docu-
mented in polar bears in Western and Southern Hudson
Bay (Stirling et al. 1999; Obbard et al. 2006) associated
with a longer period of open-water may not occur in the
Southern Beaufort and Chukchi populations provided that
the nutritional value of bowhead whale and walrus car-
casses meet the energetic demands required to oVset
reduced foraging opportunities on seals. This suggests that
in the SBS recently documented declines in body condition
of bears (Regehr et al. 2006) are the result of mechanisms
other than increased land use.

Though subsistence-harvested bowhead whale carcasses
may be a signiWcant anthropogenic food source for polar
bears, polar bear concentrations at carcasses have the
potential to increase bear–human interactions and exposure
to oil spills (Perham 2005; Miller et al. 2006). Food-habitu-
ation of bears has been attributed with increased bear mor-
tality (Herrero 2002). However, the number of polar bears
sighted during fall aerial surveys was not related to the
number of bears reported as harvested for subsistence
(r = 0.36, n = 6 years, P = 0.48) or due to defense of life in
local communities (i.e., Barrow, Nuiqsuit, and Kaktovik)
across years (r = 0.22, n = 6 years, P = 0.68). This result
occurred despite polar bear density on the coast varying by
a factor of two during the study which is believed to reXect
local hunter values of conserving polar bears with a harvest
based on need versus availability. However, fall polar bear
subsistence harvests, in general, are relatively low on the
North Slope and are not necessarily indicative of whether
bears are learning to associate villages with food and
thereby increasingly coming to villages throughout the year
when natural sources of food may be scarce. Total polar
bear subsistence harvests and defense of life killings for the
Alaskan side of the SBS were stable throughout the course
of this study, but had increased from earlier periods
(USFWS 2007). Several management mechanisms exist to
maintain stable levels of polar bear subsistence harvest
despite potential increases in bear–human interactions,
including an oil-Weld hazing program managed by the US

Fish and Wildlife Service (Perham 2005), a co-manage-
ment agreement between the Inuvialuit Game Council and
the Alaskan North Slope Borough signed in 1988 which
sets annual harvest quotas for the SBS (Brower et al. 2002),
and polar bear patrol programs conducted by Natives in the
villages of Barrow and Kaktovik.

Removal of whale carcasses to minimize bear–human
interactions both in villages and in relative proximity to oil
and gas Welds is complicated by the potential to increase nutri-
tional stress similar to that exhibited by bears in Western Hud-
son Bay. Currently, the majority of bears coming to shore
appear to be utilizing whale carcasses. In the absence of whale
carcasses, bears are likely to continue their pattern of coming
ashore in the fall in order to remain close to the continental
shelf where ringed seal density is concentrated (Harwood and
Stirling 1992; Frost et al. 2004) and where landfast ice forma-
tion provides earlier access to ringed seal habitat. The nutri-
tional implications of reductions in fall sea-ice extent may
therefore also now be inXuenced by accessibility to and avail-
ability of bowhead whale carcasses. A recent study found that
bowhead whales constituted 6–18% on average of winter
diets of polar bears in the Southern Beaufort Sea (Bentzen
et al. 2007). Other potentially negative aspects of increased
land use by polar bears during the fall open-water period
include extended open-water swimming (Monnett and Glea-
son 2006), increased intra-and interspeciWc interactions,
potential increase in disease transmission, and increasing
bear–human interactions. We recommend that these issues be
further evaluated and monitored.
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A B S T R A C T

Climate change is altering habitat for many species, leading to shifts in distributions that can increase levels of
human-wildlife conflict. To develop effective strategies for minimizing human-wildlife conflict, we must un-
derstand the relative influences that climate change and other factors have on wildlife distributions. Polar bears
(Ursus maritimus) are increasingly using land during summer and autumn due to sea ice loss, leading to higher
incidents of conflict and concerns for human safety. We sought to understand the relative influence of sea ice
conditions, onshore habitat characteristics, and human-provisioned food attractants on the distribution and
abundance of polar bears while on shore. We also wanted to determine how mitigation measures might reduce
human-polar bear conflict associated with an anthropogenic food source. We built a Bayesian hierarchical model
based on 14 years of aerial survey data to estimate the weekly number and distribution of polar bears on the
coast of northern Alaska in autumn. We then used the model to predict how effective two management options
for handling subsistence-harvested whale remains in the community of Kaktovik, Alaska might be. The dis-
tribution of bears on shore was most strongly influenced by the presence of whale carcasses and to a lesser extent
sea ice and onshore habitat conditions. The numbers of bears on shore were related to sea ice conditions. The
two management strategies for handling the whale carcasses reduced the estimated number of bears near
Kaktovik by> 75%. By considering multiple factors associated with the onshore distribution and abundance of
polar bears we discerned what role human activities played in where bears occur and how successful efforts to
manage the whale carcasses might be for reducing human-polar bear conflict.

1. Introduction

Climate change is significantly altering habitat for many species
(Durner et al., 2009; Dirnböck et al., 2011) and has been observed to
alter distributions of wildlife populations (Nye et al., 2009; Chen et al.,
2011). Similarly, species are using new areas within their existing
ranges to adjust to changing environmental conditions (Melin et al.,
2014). These changes have the potential to lead to increased levels of
human wildlife conflict (Baruch Mordo et al., 2014). For example, in
Nepal, climate change related shifts in vegetation have led blue sheep
(Pseduois nayaur) to forage at lower elevations where they consume
human crops, leading to conflict (Aryal et al., 2014). Snow leopards

(Panthera uncia) have followed blue sheep to these areas, leading to
increased levels of livestock depredation (Aryal et al., 2014).

Polar bears (Ursus maritimus) have exhibited shifts in habitat use due
to sea ice loss associated with climate change (Rode et al., 2015;
Atwood et al., 2016). As sea ice has declined, the number of polar bears
coming on shore and time spent there has increased for some sub
populations (Rode et al., 2015; Atwood et al., 2016) and has led to
higher incidences of human polar bear conflict (Dyck, 2006; Towns
et al., 2009). In two studies researchers found that the majority of polar
bears killed in defense of life occurred during the open water season
(Stenhouse et al., 1988; Dyck, 2006). Thus, as more bears come on
shore during summer, there is an increased risk of human polar bear
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conflict. This has the potential to result in more defense of life kills,
direct concerns for human safety (Derocher et al., 2013), and disruption
to industrial, recreational, and subsistence activities.

Previous research has shown that use of onshore habitat by polar
bears during summer and autumn is not randomly distributed (Schliebe
et al., 2008; Rode et al., 2015). For example, Rode et al. (2015) found
that polar bear use of onshore areas in the Chukchi Sea was related to
the date of sea ice retreat, with areas of coastline having later dates of
retreat receiving greater use by bears. Further, when on shore, polar
bears in the southern Beaufort Sea are disproportionately distributed
along barrier islands rather than mainland coastal areas (Gleason and
Rode, 2009). Polar bears can also be drawn to areas with human at
tractants, such as garbage dumps (Towns et al., 2009) and the remains
of marine mammals harvested for subsistence (Miller et al., 2015).
While numerous links have been documented relating polar bear on
shore distribution to biotic and abiotic factors, it remains unclear what
the relative roles each of these factors play in determining polar bear
abundance and distribution.

Determining the relative influence of sea ice conditions, onshore
habitat, and anthropogenic food sources and other attractants have on
where bears occur on shore is important for understanding how to
mitigate human polar bear conflict. For example, if polar bears are
drawn to communities primarily due to the availability of food, then
moving or removing the food attractant could reduce conflict.
Conversely, if bears are drawn to the area primarily due to onshore
habitat conditions (e.g., barrier islands) or preferable sea ice dynamics,
such as earlier return of sea ice, then mitigation to remove attractants
might be less effective.

Mitigating emergent conflicts with wildlife that could be caused, in
part, by climate change requires an understanding of the relative in
fluences that climate change and other factors have on the altered
species' distribution (White and Ward, 2010). We therefore developed a
Bayesian hierarchical model to understand the relative roles sea ice,
coastal habitat, and human activity had on the weekly number and
distribution of polar bears along the northern coast of Alaska. Our
analysis was based on aerial survey data and systematic ground based
counts collected from late August through October between 2000 and
2014. We then used the model to predict how different management
strategies for a human derived food source might decrease the number
of polar bears near to the coastal community of Kaktovik, Alaska
(where large aggregations of polar bears can be found within and ad
jacent to the community), while controlling for the influences of sea ice
and onshore habitat conditions.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Study area

Our study area extended from Point Barrow, Alaska, east to the
Canadian Border (Fig. 1) along the Beaufort Sea coast. The Beaufort Sea
has a narrow band of continental shelf along the Alaskan coast,
stretching< 100 km offshore, then quickly dropping off to some of the
deepest waters in the Arctic Ocean. We divided the study area into 10
equal width (60.5 km) grids, which contained different lengths of
coastline (Table A1). The study area encompasses three communities
(i.e., Barrow, Nuiqsut, and Kaktovik; Fig. 1), all of which annually
harvest bowhead whales (Balaena mysticetus) in autumn for subsistence
purposes. Whaling in Barrow and Kaktovik occurs adjacent to town, and
residents of Nuiqsut base their whaling efforts on Cross Island (Fig. 1).
In addition to the three whaling communities, a large oil production
complex is located in Deadhorse and adjacent areas, consisting of oil
production facilities and supporting infrastructure (Fig. 1).

Polar bears from the Southern Beaufort Sea (SB) subpopulation are
most likely to occur in the study area, but bears from the Chukchi Sea
and Northern Beaufort Sea subpopulations can be present (Amstrup
et al., 2004). There are currently 900 animals estimated to be in the SB

subpopulation (Bromaghin et al., 2015). The proportion of bears from
the SB subpopulation coming on shore each summer and the period of
time spent on shore has increased in the past decade (2000 2014) from
a period (1986 1999) before precipitous declines in sea ice extent oc
curred (Overland and Wang, 2013; Atwood et al., 2016).

2.2. Aerial surveys

We flew aerial surveys annually in 2000 2014, except during 2006.
Surveys occurred between early August and late October, although
timing and frequency varied among years (i.e., the number of surveys
ranged from 2 to 5 in a given year). Only one survey occurred during
any given week. We restricted our analyses to the time period between
the last week of August through the last week of October, because these
periods were represented in most years of the survey. The majority of
surveys occurred between Barrow, Alaska and the Canadian Border
(Fig. 1) along the mainland coast and barrier islands, although poor
weather conditions often limited our ability to complete all sections of
coastline during each survey week. From 2000 to 2002, surveys were
restricted to the area between Cape Halkett and Barter Island (Fig. 1).

Four aircraft types were used for surveys during the study; a Turbo
Commander plane from 2000 to 2008, an R 44 helicopter from 2009 to
2010 and 2012 2014, a Bell 206 helicopter in 2011, and an A Star
helicopter for a portion of the 2013 surveys. During surveys all aircraft
flew approximately 300 m offshore, at an altitude of approximately
90 m, and at a speed of 150 185 km/h. We implemented a double
observer design in which a front and rear observer independently
spotted groups of polar bears (Supplementary appendix B). Across all
aircraft types, we estimated very high detectability (98.2%; 95% C.I.:
97.5 98.7) of polar bear groups (Supplementary appendix B), likely due
to the low altitudes we flew and the stark contrast between bears and
coastline substrates. Thus, to simplify modeling, we assumed that polar
bears were observed 100% of the time if they occurred on the coastline.
Our surveys did not include distance sampling methodology because
most polar bears were concentrated on the mainland coast or barrier
islands, so we considered our sampling area to be the linear coastline.

2.3. Ground based surveys

We supplemented aerial survey data with three datasets of daily,
systematically collected, ground based counts of polar bears from
Cooper Island (Fig. 1a), Cross Island (Fig. 1b), and Barter Island (where
Kaktovik is located; Fig. 1c). For each location, we obtained the max
imum number of bears observed during daily counts within a week for
input into the model (see below, Observation model section). During
most years of the study, counts on Cooper Island were restricted to the
last week of August (2000 2014), with one year providing counts
during the first week of September 2005. Counts on Cooper Island were
conducted from a fixed point and covered a distance of approximately
4 km of coastline, nearly 50% of the island. Counts on Cross Island
occurred from 2002 to 2004 during mid September through the end of
the month (corresponding to the period when whaling occurs, except in
2004 when it occurred after whaling). Counts were from a fixed loca
tion on the island that allowed observers to count bears over the entire
island, totaling approximately 5 km of coastline. Barter Island counts
occurred during September each year in 2002 2014. Counts on Barter
Island were made along a road transiting the northern end of Barter
Island, and from two fixed locations that allowed observers to count
polar bears along two adjacent islands, totaling approximately 12 km of
coastline (Fig. 1c).

2.4. Analytical methods

We used a Bayesian hierarchical modeling framework to estimate
onshore abundance of polar bears that was able to account for multiple
levels of uncertainty in the data as well as incorporate ground based
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count data that helped to supplement periods when there were no data
from aerial surveys. Our goal was to estimate the number of bears along
the coastline (i.e., a linear feature) and not estimate the total number of
polar bears on land during summer.

2.5. Process model

The true number of polar bears (i.e., the total number of polar bears
along the coastline of the study region), N, on the coastline during week
i, of year t, was modeled as a latent variable

+ ′x βN exp β~Poisson( ( ))N Ni t N, 0 i t, (1)

where βN0 is an intercept term, βN is a five element vector of regression
coefficients, and xNi , t is the set of five explanatory variables present
during week i, of year t. Specifically, xNi , t represents variables de
scribing the weekly area of ice over the continental shelf, the annual
date of ice retreat from the continental shelf, date of ice return over the
continental shelf, the annual maximum distance from the ice edge to
shore, and the average body mass index (BMI) of adult male polar bears
from the SB subpopulation captured each spring (Supplementary ap
pendix C).

To estimate what proportion of bears on the coastline (i.e., N) oc
curred in each grid cell (hereafter grid), we modeled the true propor
tion, ψ, of Ni , t within each grid, g, as

+ ′ψ x βexp β~Dirichlet( ( ))i t n nn, 0 g i t, , (2)

where βn0 is an intercept term, βn is a six element vector of regression
coefficients, and xng , i , t is the set of six explanatory variables present
during week i, of year t, in grid g. Specifically, xng , i , t is represented by
variables describing whether a grid contains a community that harvests
bowhead whales, the weekly area of ice over the continental shelf
within a grid, the annual date of ice retreat from, and return to, the
continental shelf within a grid, the length of barrier islands within a
grid, and whether a harvested bowhead whale carcass is present or
absent in a grid during each week and year of the study. The estimated
number of bears present within grid cells each week is therefore re
presented as

=n ψNi t i ti t, , , (3)

For a description of how variables for estimating Ni , t and ng , i , t were
derived, see Supplementary appendix C.

2.6. Observation model

We modeled the number of polar bears observed during a survey
(i.e., the sum of bear group sizes) as a function of ng , i , t and of the
proportion of a grid surveyed. Given that bears are not equally dis
tributed on barrier islands or the mainland coast, we accounted for the
proportion of each that were sampled during each survey. We therefore
modeled the effective proportion of each grid sampled as

= + + +logit ϕ β β m β b α( )g i t ϕ ϕ g i t ϕ g i t g i t, , 0 1 , , 2 , , , , (4)

where ϕg , i , t is the effective proportion of grid g surveyed, βϕ0 is an
intercept term, βϕ. are regression coefficients, mg , i , t is the proportion of
the mainland coast flown in a grid, bg , i , t is the proportion of barrier
island coast flown in a grid, and αg , i , t is a random effect. We included
random effects to control for any additional variation that might exist in
the relationship between polar bear use of barrier islands across the
study area (e.g., if barrier islands in some grids were not preferable to
polar bears for some reason). The observed number of bears in a grid
during a survey, nobsg , i , t, was then modeled as

⎧
⎨⎩

if a grid was not surveyed
Binomial ϕ n if a grid was surveyedn ~
0,

( , ),obs
g i t g i t, , , ,

g i t, ,
(5)

Finally, the counts of polar bears on Barter (Baobs), Cross (Crobs),
and Cooper Islands (Coobs) were modeled as a function of the number of
bears in the respective grids (9, 6, and 1, respectively) and an estimate
of the proportion of bears in each of the three grids (θBai , t ,θCri , t ,θCoi , t),
found on the islands. Observed counts were then modeled as

Ba n θ~Poisson( )obs i t Ba9, ,i t i t, , (6)

with Cross and Cooper Islands being modeled similarly.
All regression coefficients (i.e., β∗) and random effects (i.e., α) were

given a vague normal prior with mean zero, and precision (i.e., 1/
variance) of 0.1. Parameters for the proportion of bears in a grid
counted by direct island counts (θBai , t ,θCri , t ,θCoi , t) were all given uni
form priors ranging from 0 to 1. The posterior and joint distributions for
our model are:

Fig. 1. Study area along the Beaufort Sea coast from
Barrow, Alaska to the Canadian Border. The grids represent
the 10 sub-regions of the study area for analysis (with each
labeled with its grid number), white offshore areas are over
the continental shelf (i.e., < 300 m depth), whereas light
gray offshore areas are deeper waters (i.e., > 300 m
depth). Sub-figures depict the location of focal count areas
used in the analysis; a) Cooper Island, b) Cross Island, c)
Barter Island. Within panel c, we further highlighted which
area surrounding Barter Island was available for ground-
based counts.
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∝
×

β β β α θ θ θ N n n Ba Cr Co
N β n n β α n N β Ba n θ
Cr n θ Co n θ β β β α θ θ θ

[ , , , , , , , , | , , , ]
[ | ][ | , , ][ | , ][ | , ]
[ | , ][ | , ][ ][ ][ ][ ][ ][ ][ ]

N ϕ n Ba Cr Co obs obs obs obs

N obs ϕ n obs Ba

obs Cr obs Co N ϕ n Ba Cr Co (7)

2.7. Model implementation

We fit our Bayesian hierarchical model using Markov Chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) implemented through the ‘rjags’ package (Plummer,
2015) to run the program JAGS (Plummer, 2003) from the R language
and environment for statistical computing (R Core Development Team,
2014). We initialized two chains with separate starting values and al
lowed a burn in period of 2,000,000 iterations. We then obtained
1,000,000 iterations from each chain, and thinned each by 100, re
sulting in a total of 20,000 samples from the posterior distribution. We
visually assessed each parameter for convergence and assessed para
meter estimates for significance based on whether their 95% Credible
Intervals (C.I.; based on quantiles) overlapped zero, similar to Hobbs
et al. (2012).

We performed posterior predictive checks (Chambert et al., 2014) to
determine how well the model fit our observed data (i.e., nobs). We
calculated Bayesian P values for three test statistics (Supplementary
appendix D) and considered P values for test statistics between 0.1 and
0.9 to indicate a good fit for a given test statistic (Hobbs and Hooten,
2015). Code required for implementing the model is provided in Sup
plementary appendix E.

2.8. Management strategy assessment

Each autumn, whaling crews in Kaktovik attempt to harvest the
community's allotment of bowhead whales (typically 1 3 whales;
http://www.aewc alaska.com/bowhead quota.html; accessed 26 Oct
2016). After a whale is processed, the carcass is moved to the far
eastern end of Barter Island, approximately 2.5 km from the residential
area and draws large aggregations of polar bears (Miller et al., 2015).
The proximity of the carcass to the community has led to increased
human polar bear conflict in recent years resulting in the need for a
polar bear deterrence program during the period of the year polar bears
are aggregated near Kaktovik. There has also been a large increase in
tourism leading to even more potential for conflict, especially given the
easy access to the site of the whale carcass. For these reasons we fo
cused on Kaktovik to address the management strategies given that the
other two communities have much lower levels of human polar bear
conflict during summer and autumn. We assessed the following stra
tegies for dealing with carcasses to minimize conflict with bears: 1)
whale carcasses are taken offshore and dumped in the ocean, and 2) the
whale carcasses are moved to a section of beach farther away from the
community. To assess strategy 1 (S1), we modified the ‘whale carcass

present/absent’ variable to be 0 during all weeks for the grid containing
Kaktovik. For strategy 2 (S2), we followed the same modifications as
S1, except we set the ‘whale carcass present/absent’ variable in the grid
to the east (i.e., 10) of the Kaktovik grid to be 1 during all weeks when a
carcass was observed to be present in Kaktovik. Given the structure of
our model, we did not account for how far the carcass was moved into
grid 10, just that it was moved somewhere within that grid. For each
strategy, all other variables were kept the same as originally observed.
We then predicted the number of polar bears in the grid containing
Kaktovik each week of the study under each scenario in the same
MCMC routine described above.

3. Results

We flew a total of 53 surveys between 2000 and 2014, with an
average of 3.8 (SD = 0.97) surveys flown per year. The distance flown
in each survey varied (Table A1), but was on average 961 km
(SD = 36.3). The mean number of polar bears observed during a survey
was 64 (SD = 36), with a maximum of 156 observed during the late
August survey of 2012. The mean number of polar bears counted per
100 km of survey was 7 (SD = 4), although distribution was not uni
form along the coastline. We obtained polar bear counts on Cooper,
Cross, and Barter islands during a total of 27, 9, and 59 weeks of the
study, respectively. On Cooper Island, we observed an average of 0.7
(SD = 1.1) polar bears during each survey week, with a maximum of 5
bears observed during late August in 2002. On Cross Island, we ob
served an average of 6.4 (SD = 3.8) polar bears during each survey
week, with a maximum of 13 bears observed the week of 19 September
of 2004. Finally, on Barter Island, we observed an average of 35.2
(SD = 17.7) polar bears during each survey week, with a maximum of
80 polar bears observed during the week of 12 September 2012.

3.1. Model results

There was no indication of a lack of convergence for the model and
all parallel chains converged. We did not observe any significant evi
dence of a lack of fit from our posterior predictive checks. Bayesian P
values for the estimate of the total number of bears within each grid
indicated a good model fit for each metric; mean (P = 0.51), standard
deviation (P = 0.58), and discrepancy (P = 0.50).

We estimated the mean weekly number of bears (as a derived
variable), annually, on the coastline between 2000 and 2014 to be 140
(95% C.I.: 127 157). While there was considerable variation in the
weekly estimates of the number of bears on shore in the study region,
we found no evidence suggesting an increasing annual trend in the
number of polar bears on shore during the study period (Fig. 2).

The number of polar bears on shore each week was related to sea ice
conditions (Table 1). The most significant predictors of the number of

Fig. 2. Weekly estimates (solid line) of the number of polar bears along the coastline of Alaska, from Barrow to the Canadian Border, 2000–2014, excluding 2006. Gray shaded region
presents the 95% Credible Intervals around weekly estimates.
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bears on shore (i.e., those that had 95% C.I. that did not overlap 0) was
the date of ice retreat and return, with more bears being on shore in
years with later dates of ice retreat and return (Table 1). We also found
marginal support (i.e., within the 90% C.I.; −0.76 −0.01) for the
variable associated with the amount of ice over the continental shelf,
with fewer bears estimated to be on shore with increasing levels of sea
ice over the continental shelf (Table 1). A similarly marginal relation
ship between weekly numbers of bears on shore and the maximum
distance to sea ice from shore existed, with more bears estimated to be
on shore in summers when ice was further from shore (Table 1). We
found no evidence of average adult male BMI from the preceding spring
capture season having an impact on the number of bears on shore
(Table 1).

The estimated distribution of bears across the coast of northern
Alaska was not uniform (Fig. 3). Grid 9 (the grid containing Kaktovik)
had the highest estimated number of polar bears, with approximately
35% of polar bears on shore occurring there, on average, followed by
grid 6 with approximately 25% (Fig. 3). Within Grid 9, 63.8% (95%

C.I.: 58.4 68.9) of bears were estimated to be located on or adjacent to
Barter Island (i.e., within the area depicted in Fig. 1c). Within Grid 6
(the grid containing Cross Island), 25.1% (95% C.I.: 14.4 38.8) were
estimated to be on Cross Island.

The two predominant factors that affected the distribution along the
coastline were the presence/absence of a whale carcass in a grid and the
date that sea ice retreated from that grid (Table 1). Bears were more
likely to be distributed in sections of coast with earlier dates of ice
retreat and a whale carcass present (Table 1). The distribution of bears
was also positively affected by the relative availability of barrier islands
along the coast (Table 1).

3.2. Management strategy

We observed significant reductions in the proportion of polar bears
in the Kaktovik grid under both management scenarios compared to
baseline conditions. Under S1, we found that disposing of whale car
casses in the ocean reduced the number of bears in the grid containing
Kaktovik by 75% (95% C.I.: 65 84). Similarly, under S2 we found that
moving whale remains further down the coast resulted in a 79% (95%
C.I.: 69 87) reduction in the number of bears in the Kaktovik grid.

4. Discussion

Our modeling efforts allowed us to determine the relative influences
of human activity, sea ice dynamics, and onshore habitat conditions on
the number and distribution of polar bears on shore. While the number
of bears on shore was related to sea ice dynamics, their onshore dis
tribution was most strongly influenced by subsistence whaling activ
ities. Given the link between the number of bears on shore and sea ice
dynamics, there is likely little that can be done to reduce the number of
bears coming to land. However, human polar bear conflict in coastal
communities might be significantly reduced by managing attractants
associated with harvested whales adjacent to communities.
Interestingly, the presence of a whale carcass was> 11 times more
important for determining the number of bears in a grid than whether
the grid contained a whale community. This implies that polar bears in
northern Alaska are not presently drawn to communities due to other
attractants such as dumps (Towns et al., 2009). Thus, management
activities associated with how whale carcasses are handled are likely to
be the most influential in reducing human polar bear conflict in the
region.

Even though the presence of a whale carcass was the primary factor
influencing polar bear distribution, we also found evidence that sea ice
conditions and the presence of barrier islands affected bear distribution.
Therefore, even if the whale carcass was removed, sea ice conditions or
the distribution of barrier islands adjacent to communities could still
lead to bears posing problems to communities, especially if the pro
portion of the population using land in summer and autumn continues
to increase (Atwood et al., 2016). This was highlighted by our finding
that approximately 25% of polar bears that occurred in the grid con
taining Kaktovik would still remain even after whale carcasses were
removed from the area. We also note that even though we did not
observe a relationship between male BMI and the number of bears on
the coastline, these results do not necessarily imply that a relationship
with body condition and onshore behavior does not exist. We chose one
sex/age class and spring condition as a potential indicator that may or
may not have reflected condition of other sex and age classes or any
class in the summer and autumn.

Although we found limited differences in the potential effectiveness
of the two management scenarios, there are key difference between the
two on how effective their actual implementation might be. The results
of S1 might be overly optimistic if bears do not move elsewhere along
the coast to find other sources of food (e.g., beach cast marine mammal
carcasses). For example, Ziegltrum and Russell (2004) found that when
supplemental food was removed for black bears, damage to conifers in

Table 1
Summary statistics for coefficient estimates used to estimate the weekly number of polar
bears along the northern Alaska coastline (N-parameters) and their distribution (n-para-
meters) between the last week of August and the last week of October 2000–2014, ex-
cluding 2006.

Quantile

Parameter Mean Median SD 0.025 0.975

N-parameters
Intercept 4.03 4.03 0.29 3.46 4.60
Ice area 0.40 0.41 0.23 0.83 0.08
Ice retreat date 0.71 0.70 0.30 0.14 1.29
Ice return date 1.04 1.04 0.40 0.24 1.81
Max distance to ice 0.43 0.43 0.25 0.06 0.91
Male BMI 0.34 0.33 0.40 1.12 0.46

n-parameters
Intercept 0.12 0.11 0.47 1.06 0.79
Whale community 0.18 0.18 0.26 0.33 0.71
Ice area 0.77 0.78 0.54 0.31 1.83
Ice retreat date 1.06 1.07 0.49 1.99 0.07
Ice return date 0.37 0.38 0.45 1.24 0.53
Barrier islands 0.64 0.65 0.30 0.03 1.21
Whale carcass 2.07 2.07 0.24 1.61 2.56

Fig. 3. Estimates of the mode percent (± 95% Credible Interval) of polar bears on the
coastline of northern Alaska that occurred in each of 10 study grid cells during the study
period, the last week of August through the last week of October 2000–2014, excluding
2006.
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plantations increased seven fold for at least two years, implying that
removal of an expected food source could lead to increased human
conflict. Removing the whale carcass could also result in onshore polar
bears shifting their focus to seeking foraging opportunities within the
community itself (e.g., dumpsters) beyond what we found in this model.
A similar pattern emerged with grizzly bears (Ursus arctos) in Yellow
stone National Park, Wyoming; after dumps were shut down, grizzly
bears increasingly used campgrounds, leading to a significant increase
in conflict with humans and subsequently a large increase in bears
killed (Craighead and Craighead, 1971). Thus, an immediate and
complete elimination of whale carcasses could result in potential in
creases in defense of life kills and risks to human safety. Still, our model
results for S1 likely reflect that there would be some reduction in bears
in the grid containing Kaktovik given that such a large food subsidy had
been removed.

Our management scenario analysis makes a number of assumptions
that are important to consider when interpreting the results. We assume
that if a whale is disposed of off shore, that the lack of carcass has no
effect on the total number of bears that come to shore. We did not link
the weekly estimate of N to any variable associated with whale harvest
because, in all years of the study, communities harvested whales. Thus,
if lack of carcasses near Kaktovik reduces the number of bears coming
on shore, our estimated reduction in bears within the grid containing
Kaktovik is likely underestimated. We also assume that there is no time
lag between the management action and bear redistribution along the
coast. The time lag is likely to differ between the two scenarios, with
bears likely able to respond in near real time to moving a carcass down
the coast, especially if the same location was used every year. Others
have shown that black bears, for example, can quickly shift space use to
reflect new food resources (Stringham and Bryant, 2015) or improved
quality of existing food resources (Johnson et al., 2015). Conversely,
polar bears might take multiple years to move away from Kaktovik if
the carcasses were disposed offshore given that there was no ‘new’ food
resource to exploit. This is especially true with evidence suggesting that
polar bear use of subsistence harvested whales has a learned compo
nent, rather than simply opportunistic behavior (Herreman and
Peacock, 2013). Given these uncertainties, even though the estimated
reduction in polar bears in the grid containing Kaktovik was similar
between scenarios, S2 might be the most likely to have a quicker rea
lization of the desired management outcome.

Our results suggest that approximately 15% of the current SB sub
population (Bromaghin et al., 2015) occurs along the northern Alaska
coastline during any given week between late August and late October.
Although we found no overall trend in the annual mean number of
polar bears along the northern Alaska coastline, the fact that we esti
mated the highest number of bears on shore in 2012, the year that the
minimum sea ice cover was recorded (Parkinson and Comiso, 2013),
suggests that future sea ice loss could result in an increase of bears using
land in summer.

We were somewhat surprised that we did not detect an increasing
trend across years of the number of bears estimated to be on the
coastline given that Atwood et al. (2016) found a significant increase in
the proportion of collared adult females in the SB subpopulation using
land during summer over a similar time frame. Although the results of
Schliebe et al. (2008) also found no trend in the number of bears
coming on shore between 2000 and 2005 for the SB subpopulation. A
simple explanation of the discrepancy between our studies and those of
Atwood et al. (2016) could be that the uncertainty around our estimates
of N were too large to detect an increasing trend during our study
period. Alternatively, our analysis estimated the total number of polar
bears on the coastline, including all age and sex classes, whereas the
study by Atwood et al. (2016) was restricted to adult females fitted with
tracking collars. We believe the most likely explanation, however, is
that Atwood et al. (2016) estimated the proportion of adult females
coming on shore, whereas we estimated the absolute number of bears
using the northern Alaskan coastline. If the size of the population

remained stable during the course of our study, then trends in these two
metrics should be similar. This is not the case, however, as the popu
lation size of the SB subpopulation has decreased from approximately
1500 animals in 2004 to 900 in 2010 (Bromaghin et al., 2015).
Therefore, even if an increasing proportion of the population is using
land, the absolute number may not have increased due to the con
comitant decrease in population size during the study period.

Future research should continue to seek ways to integrate multiple
data sets into the same analytical framework (given the flexibility of
Bayesian models). This can be especially important for analyses similar
to ours where one sampling method might be prone to incomplete
surveys (e.g., helicopter surveys due to weather), and another method
(e.g., ground based counts) could help fill those data gaps. Our study
also provides an important framework for considering how various
factors influence the spatial distribution of wildlife populations and
what role climate change related distributional changes might play in
increasing human wildlife conflict. Only by considering multiple factors
associated with the number and distribution of polar bears on the coast
were we able to discern what role human activities played in where
bears occur and hence how successful efforts to manage the whale
carcasses might be for reducing human polar bear conflict. Given the
inability, in most situations, to perform large scale experiments to as
sess the value of different management options, implementing mod
eling approaches such as this can provide wildlife managers with im
portant information on how best to use limited financial and human
resources to minimize human wildlife conflict. Finally, if communities
decide to move whale carcasses down the coast to manage polar bear
human conflict, additional research should consider the optimal dis
tance it should be moved and how prevailing wind directions in autumn
might influence polar bear movements towards carcasses (Togunov
et al., 2017).

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at http://dx.
doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.08.005.
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From: Leonetti, Crystal
To: Miller, Susanne
Cc: James Wilder; Michelle StMartin; Ryan Wilson
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 11:56:39 AM

Thank you so much Susi!

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-makers.
Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that
emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the
rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy
on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 9:50 AM, Miller, Susanne <susanne_miller@fws.gov> wrote:
As Jim said, humans and polar bears have both used Barter Island for as long as we know. In
more "recent" times, one source (Arctic NWR Coastal Plain Resource Assessment, 1987)
indicates that  polar bears have sometimes aggregated at Barter Island since at least the mid-
1980's. Similarly, Jacobson and Wentworth (1982) relate the availability of polar bears for
subsistence harvest near the village in more recent years to the presence of whale carcasses
and/or the dump.    

Some other key scientific findings:

Koski et al (2005): Whale harvest records indicate that since about the early 1970s, one or
more whales have been harvested at Barter almost every year (and presumably whale
carcasses have been available to bears each of those years as well)

Schliebe et al. (2008): during aerial surveys flown along the Beaufort Sea coast in 2000-
2005, polar bear density was higher in areas where subsistence -harvested whale carcasses
were present; highest proportion (about 70%) was observed at Barter Island. The spatial
distribution (location) of bears on shore also co-incided with the areas where the distance to
ice edge was shortest, and where a higher seal density occurred. In other words, Barter
Island is a location where bears can not only avoid fasting when on land during the open
water season, it is also an area where they have earlier access to ringed seals once landfast
ice forms. 

Wilson et al. (2017) also found that polar bear distribution on shore was most strongly
influenced by subsistence whaling activities (presence/absence of a carcass(es). Other
factors included the presence/absence of barrier islands, and sea ice conditions (date of sea
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ice retreat and return).

Atwood et al. (2016) found that the percentage of radio-collared adult females coming
ashore has increased in the last 15 years (since about 2000), and that they are arriving
earlier, staying longer once on shore. 

So one way to discuss the overlap between bears and humans at Barter would be something
like:

While polar bears and humans have overlapped in their use of the Barter Island area
for centuries, the presence of whale carcasses near Kaktovik in association with
subsistence whaling has been reliable since at least the early 1970s, and appears to be a
primary factor influencing where bears are located once they come to shore. 

Sorry for delay in getting this to you; I hope this helps. Please let me know if ABC want
copies of additional citations (I have attached the ones I have as .pdfs)

Susanne (Susi) Miller, Wildlife Biologist, Polar Bears
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Marine Mammals Management
1011 E. Tudor Road, MS-341
Anchorage, AK 99503
Tel. 907-786-3828
Fax 907-786-3816

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 11:29 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Susi,
Can you help me answer this question?  (copying others in case you're unable to get to it
quickly)
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 11:21 AM
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Subject: RE: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
To: "Leonetti, Crystal" <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>

Thanks Crystal,

And one more question for your team… do we know how long polar bears and humans have
been in Kaktovik/Barter Island together?

 

James Wilder referenced the best available info and local knowledge from elders saying the
polar bears were always present along the coast and around Kaktovik, but I’m wondering if we
have any general idea range… like has it been just decades or centuries that both have been
sharing the region? Thanks,

Durrell

 

From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 13, 2017 2:54 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered

 

Hi Durrell,

Yes, Polar Bears are designated as threatened under the Endangered Species Act, and the
Act says that a "threatened designation" means that the species is "likely to become
endangered in the foreseeable future."

 

We are excited to see our people represented well on National news!

Crystal

Crystal Leonetti

Alaska Native Affairs Specialist

Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
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1011 E. Tudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99503

 

Direct: 907-786-3868

Mobile: 907-230-8419

 

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be
open and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government
consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

 

 

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 8:37 AM, Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

Hi Crystal,

 

Just a quick question about the correct terminology that we should be using to refer to polar
bears endangered species status… is “threatened” the same thing as “endangered” or does it
just mean that they are more likely to become endangered in the future? Just want to make
sure we have this distinction correct. Thanks,

Durrell

 

From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 8:22 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Cc: Andrea Medeiros <andrea medeiros@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Permafrost - Kaktovik

 

Hi Durrell,

Attached are 3 papers and a recent newspaper article about ice cellars and permafrost. 
Below, see our scientist's response to your questions.
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Permafrost is frozen soil, both near the surface and deeply buried. The Osterkamp paper
provides data showing that the temperature of the permafrost on Barter Island has gotten
warmer. When people say the permafrost is melting, what they mean is that just the top
layer melts in summer, not all the deep permafrost. The ground is a frozen block of ice
in winter. In summer, a layer at the top thaws back from the top. During warm summers
the thawed layer is thicker. Water probably flows into the ice cellars. Summers are
warmer now, so the summer thawed layer is getting thicker. In fall, it freezes back up to
the surface again.

 

Regarding the second question, a number of studies show that coastal erosion rates on
the north coast have increased since the 1970s and it is attributed to decreasing sea ice
during the summer months. Most erosion happens during a few large storms with strong
wind and waves. The only steep banks I know of on Barter Island are along coast or
maybe along shore of lake, so the question in your email must have been about coastal
banks. So the answer is that, yes, they are eroding faster now than before. The soil on
Barter Island is full of huge wedges of ice. You can see the ice in places as you walk
along the beach looking up at the bluffs. Once the ice is exposed to the air it melts
rapidly. So the water does not have to be in contact with the ice to melt it. The sea water
eats away at the bluff at the bottom, the bluff sluffs off and ice wedges high above the
water are exposed to the air and start to melt. 

 

Janet C. Jorgenson

Botanist

Arctic National Wildlife Refuge

101 12th Ave, Rm 236

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
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From: Leonetti, Crystal
To: Dawson, Durrell
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 12:01:09 PM

Durrell,

Sorry it takes me a bit to get back to you.  I have to run your questions by a few people before
I can respond.  Here is the answer:

Short Answer: Polar bears and humans have overlapped in their use of the Barter Island area for centuries.  The
presence of whale carcasses near Kaktovik in association with subsistence whaling has been reliable since at least the
early 1970s, and appears to be a primary factor influencing where bears are located once they come to shore.

Long Answer: As James Wilder said, humans and polar bears have both used Barter Island for as long as we know. In more
"recent" times, one source (Arctic NWR Coastal Plain Resource Assessment, 1987) indicates that  polar bears have sometimes
aggregated at Barter Island since at least the mid-1980's. Similarly, Jacobson and Wentworth (1982) relate the availability of
polar bears for subsistence harvest near the village in more recent years to the presence of whale carcasses and/or the dump.    

Some other key scientific findings:

Koski et al (2005): Whale harvest records indicate that since about the early 1970s, one or more whales have been harvested
at Barter almost every year (and presumably whale carcasses have been available to bears each of those years as well)

Schliebe et al. (2008): during aerial surveys flown along the Beaufort Sea coast in 2000-2005, polar bear density was higher in
areas where subsistence -harvested whale carcasses were present; highest proportion (about 70%) was observed at Barter
Island. The spatial distribution (location) of bears on shore also coincided with the areas where the distance to ice edge was
shortest, and where a higher seal density occurred. In other words, Barter Island is a location where bears can not only avoid
fasting when on land during the open water season, it is also an area where they have earlier access to ringed seals once
landfast ice forms. 

Wilson et al. (2017) also found that polar bear distribution on shore was most strongly influenced by subsistence whaling
activities (presence/absence of a carcass(es). Other factors included the presence/absence of barrier islands, and sea ice
conditions (date of sea ice retreat and return).

Atwood et al. (2016) found that the percentage of radio-collared adult females coming ashore has increased in the last 15
years (since about 2000), and that they are arriving earlier, staying longer once on shore. 

We have the references if you need them, just let me know!

Thanks for the great questions Durrell!
Crystal

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-makers.
Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that
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emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the
rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy
on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 11:21 AM, Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

Thanks Crystal,

And one more question for your team… do we know how long polar bears and humans have been
in Kaktovik/Barter Island together?

 

James Wilder referenced the best available info and local knowledge from elders saying the polar
bears were always present along the coast and around Kaktovik, but I’m wondering if we have any
general idea range… like has it been just decades or centuries that both have been sharing the
region? Thanks,

Durrell

 

From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 13, 2017 2:54 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered

 

Hi Durrell,

Yes, Polar Bears are designated as threatened under the Endangered Species Act, and the
Act says that a "threatened designation" means that the species is "likely to become
endangered in the foreseeable future."

 

We are excited to see our people represented well on National news!

Crystal

Crystal Leonetti

Alaska Native Affairs Specialist

Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm
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U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

1011 E. Tudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99503

 

Direct: 907-786-3868

Mobile: 907-230-8419

 

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open
and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

 

 

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 8:37 AM, Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

Hi Crystal,

 

Just a quick question about the correct terminology that we should be using to refer to polar
bears endangered species status… is “threatened” the same thing as “endangered” or does it
just mean that they are more likely to become endangered in the future? Just want to make
sure we have this distinction correct. Thanks,

Durrell

 

From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 8:22 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Cc: Andrea Medeiros <andrea medeiros@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Permafrost - Kaktovik

 

Hi Durrell,

Attached are 3 papers and a recent newspaper article about ice cellars and permafrost. 
Below, see our scientist's response to your questions.
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Permafrost is frozen soil, both near the surface and deeply buried. The Osterkamp paper
provides data showing that the temperature of the permafrost on Barter Island has gotten
warmer. When people say the permafrost is melting, what they mean is that just the top
layer melts in summer, not all the deep permafrost. The ground is a frozen block of ice in
winter. In summer, a layer at the top thaws back from the top. During warm summers the
thawed layer is thicker. Water probably flows into the ice cellars. Summers are warmer
now, so the summer thawed layer is getting thicker. In fall, it freezes back up to the
surface again.

 

Regarding the second question, a number of studies show that coastal erosion rates on the
north coast have increased since the 1970s and it is attributed to decreasing sea ice during
the summer months. Most erosion happens during a few large storms with strong wind
and waves. The only steep banks I know of on Barter Island are along coast or maybe
along shore of lake, so the question in your email must have been about coastal banks. So
the answer is that, yes, they are eroding faster now than before. The soil on Barter Island
is full of huge wedges of ice. You can see the ice in places as you walk along the beach
looking up at the bluffs. Once the ice is exposed to the air it melts rapidly. So the water
does not have to be in contact with the ice to melt it. The sea water eats away at the bluff
at the bottom, the bluff sluffs off and ice wedges high above the water are exposed to the
air and start to melt. 

 

Janet C. Jorgenson

Botanist

Arctic National Wildlife Refuge

101 12th Ave, Rm 236

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
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From: Leonetti, Crystal
To: Arthur, Stephen
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 12:03:07 PM
Attachments: image001.png

OK, do you happen to know approximate month and date of the other photos and/or who took
them?  Sorry about spelling your last name wrong in the previous email.

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-makers.
Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that
emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the
rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy
on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 9:32 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:
Crystal,

Regarding the caption for the photo of the Beaver flying over the Porcupine herd: that is an
Alaska Dept of Fish and Game aircraft conducting a photo census of the herd on the coastal
plain.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:41 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
Steve,
Mr. Joling is asking for caption information: Month and Year of the photo, plus
photographer's name.  If we don't know the photographer's name, we'll just use USFWS.  I
know the one with the Beaver in the photo is yours.  I think it might be good if we use
"Stephen M. Aurthur/USFWS"  Are you OK with that?

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm
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U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:45 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:
Crystal,

I did find a copy of the photo they requested, but it is not of very high quality. I don't
know if this will be sufficient. This one is also a FWS file photo.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:26 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:
Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I do have a
couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two ground-level photos
(pch1 and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo (pch and beaver) is one of my
own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>
wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,
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We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one that says
“Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size of rice
grains.

Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open
and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>
wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable Alaskan
Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and
promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication
will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-
government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian
Tribes)
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---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited, which
makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks Range
in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I looking in the wrong
place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan

 

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
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and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the
designated recipients named above. If the reader of this communication is not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this
communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or
copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by
telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.
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From: Leonetti, Crystal
To: Dawson, Durrell
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 12:56:54 PM

That's excellent!  Thanks for the update.

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-makers.
Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that
emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the
rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy
on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 10:18 AM, Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

Thanks for clarifying Crystal. We are still on track to air tomorrow briefly on Good Morning
America and then as a full show on Nightline (as long as there isn’t breaking news). At this point
both James Wilder and Todd Atwood will likely both be in the Nightline piece but Doug Damberg
may not make it in. I’m not sure at this point if any of them are in the much shorter GMA spot.
Thanks,

Durrell

 

From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 2:01 PM

To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered

 

Durrell,

 

Sorry it takes me a bit to get back to you.  I have to run your questions by a few people
before I can respond.  Here is the answer:

0000002669



 

Short Answer: Polar bears and humans have overlapped in their use of the Barter Island area for
centuries.  The presence of whale carcasses near Kaktovik in association with subsistence whaling has been
reliable since at least the early 1970s, and appears to be a primary factor influencing where bears are
located once they come to shore.

 

Long Answer: As James Wilder said, humans and polar bears have both used Barter Island for as long as we
know. In more "recent" times, one source (Arctic NWR Coastal Plain Resource Assessment, 1987) indicates that 
polar bears have sometimes aggregated at Barter Island since at least the mid-1980's. Similarly, Jacobson and
Wentworth (1982) relate the availability of polar bears for subsistence harvest near the village in more recent
years to the presence of whale carcasses and/or the dump.    

 

Some other key scientific findings:

 

Koski et al (2005): Whale harvest records indicate that since about the early 1970s, one or more whales have been
harvested at Barter almost every year (and presumably whale carcasses have been available to bears each of those
years as well)

 

Schliebe et al. (2008): during aerial surveys flown along the Beaufort Sea coast in 2000-2005, polar bear density
was higher in areas where subsistence -harvested whale carcasses were present; highest proportion (about 70%)
was observed at Barter Island. The spatial distribution (location) of bears on shore also coincided with the areas
where the distance to ice edge was shortest, and where a higher seal density occurred. In other words, Barter
Island is a location where bears can not only avoid fasting when on land during the open water season, it is also
an area where they have earlier access to ringed seals once landfast ice forms. 

 

Wilson et al. (2017) also found that polar bear distribution on shore was most strongly influenced by subsistence
whaling activities (presence/absence of a carcass(es). Other factors included the presence/absence of barrier
islands, and sea ice conditions (date of sea ice retreat and return).

 

Atwood et al. (2016) found that the percentage of radio-collared adult females coming ashore has increased in the
last 15 years (since about 2000), and that they are arriving earlier, staying longer once on shore. 

 

We have the references if you need them, just let me know!

 

Thanks for the great questions Durrell!

Crystal
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Crystal Leonetti

Alaska Native Affairs Specialist

Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

1011 E. Tudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99503

 

Direct: 907-786-3868

Mobile: 907-230-8419

 

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open
and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

 

 

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 11:21 AM, Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

Thanks Crystal,

And one more question for your team… do we know how long polar bears and humans have
been in Kaktovik/Barter Island together?

 

James Wilder referenced the best available info and local knowledge from elders saying the
polar bears were always present along the coast and around Kaktovik, but I’m wondering if we
have any general idea range… like has it been just decades or centuries that both have been
sharing the region? Thanks,

Durrell
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From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 13, 2017 2:54 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered

 

Hi Durrell,

Yes, Polar Bears are designated as threatened under the Endangered Species Act, and the
Act says that a "threatened designation" means that the species is "likely to become
endangered in the foreseeable future."

 

We are excited to see our people represented well on National news!

Crystal

Crystal Leonetti

Alaska Native Affairs Specialist

Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

1011 E. Tudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99503

 

Direct: 907-786-3868

Mobile: 907-230-8419

 

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be
open and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government
consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

 

 

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 8:37 AM, Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:
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Hi Crystal,

 

Just a quick question about the correct terminology that we should be using to refer to polar
bears endangered species status… is “threatened” the same thing as “endangered” or does it
just mean that they are more likely to become endangered in the future? Just want to make
sure we have this distinction correct. Thanks,

Durrell

 

From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 8:22 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Cc: Andrea Medeiros <andrea medeiros@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Permafrost - Kaktovik

 

Hi Durrell,

Attached are 3 papers and a recent newspaper article about ice cellars and permafrost. 
Below, see our scientist's response to your questions.

 

Permafrost is frozen soil, both near the surface and deeply buried. The Osterkamp paper
provides data showing that the temperature of the permafrost on Barter Island has
gotten warmer. When people say the permafrost is melting, what they mean is that just
the top layer melts in summer, not all the deep permafrost. The ground is a frozen block
of ice in winter. In summer, a layer at the top thaws back from the top. During warm
summers the thawed layer is thicker. Water probably flows into the ice cellars.
Summers are warmer now, so the summer thawed layer is getting thicker. In fall, it
freezes back up to the surface again.

 

Regarding the second question, a number of studies show that coastal erosion rates on
the north coast have increased since the 1970s and it is attributed to decreasing sea ice
during the summer months. Most erosion happens during a few large storms with strong
wind and waves. The only steep banks I know of on Barter Island are along coast or
maybe along shore of lake, so the question in your email must have been about coastal
banks. So the answer is that, yes, they are eroding faster now than before. The soil on
Barter Island is full of huge wedges of ice. You can see the ice in places as you walk
along the beach looking up at the bluffs. Once the ice is exposed to the air it melts
rapidly. So the water does not have to be in contact with the ice to melt it. The sea water
eats away at the bluff at the bottom, the bluff sluffs off and ice wedges high above the
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water are exposed to the air and start to melt. 

 

Janet C. Jorgenson

Botanist

Arctic National Wildlife Refuge

101 12th Ave, Rm 236

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

 

 

 

 

0000002674



From: Wendy Loya
To: Paul Leonard
Cc: @gmail.com
Subject: Draft for review: Notes from Arctic LCC Partners Meeting
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 1:05:11 PM
Attachments: Notes Arctic LCC Partners meeting 111317.pdf

HI Paul, 
Draft email to partners for your review…would like to send out today if possible.
 
Hi Arctic LCC Partners,
 
Thanks to everyone that was able to join yesterday’s meeting.  Paul and I really appreciate your time
and ideas in thinking about next steps for the Arctic LCC.  Attached is a PDF that has the very texty
slides I shared throughout the meeting, with some of my notes summarized on page 10.
 
The action items from the meeting are:
 
§  Work with North Slope Science Initiative (NSSI) Deputy Director ( Mark Miller) and Director

(Sara Longan) on formalizing relationship between Arctic LCC and NSSI, engaging Senior Staff
and their Oversight Group members to define roles.

§  Arctic LCC Staff will begin to convene two working groups immediately:  Cumulative Impacts
Analysis and Caribou Connectivity.  Please let us know if you are interested in participating in
either; we will seek member recommendations from previous participants and work with
agency staff and north slope organizations to solicit community input/local knowledge
experts.

§  Other working groups, including Hydrologic Monitoring and Modeling and Coastal/Marine
spatial science will be scoped in early 2018.   Send us additional ideas or needs anytime.

§  As regional and national efforts come together to support applications for funding emerge,
we’ll be in touch!

 
I hope you all have a wonderful Thanksgiving and we’ll be in touch again soon,
Wendy
 
Dr. Wendy M. Loya, Coordinator
Arctic Landscape Conservation Cooperative (LCC)
Anchorage, Alaska
907.786.3532 (office)
907.227.2942 (mobile)
 

b6
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Arctic LCC Partners Meeting 
Nov 13th 1-3pm  

Suggested Agenda 

• Introductions  
• Summary from Alaska LCC Visioning Session 

Nov 1-2 hosted by Alaska Conservation 
Foundation 

• Where to go with Arctic LCC under different 
funding scenarios 
– Future Structure 
– Future Function 

 

 

Participants:  Cherly Rosa, Mark Miller, Diane 
Granfors, Cathy Coon, Eva Patton, John 
Pearce, Steve Arthur, Ryan Toohey, Sue 
Rodman, Robyn Angliss, Amy Holman, Eric 
Wald, Joel Reynolds 
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Notes from facilitator for LCC Visioning 
What are our CORE FUNCTIONS? What is WORKING WELL?  

THEMES   
• Leadership on climate change and adaptation – research, strategies 
• Not siloed – synthesis of relevant information from multiple sources 
• Forum, convener – bottom up and top down; a bridge across disciplines 

and organizations 
• Applied research – research with a goal of informing land and resource 

management, community viability issues and options  
• Landscape scale – ability to work across jurisdictional boundaries  
• Respect for different world views – integration of “indigenous 

knowledge” and “science”  
• Partnerships-driven – a focus on inclusivity, giving equal voices  
• Funding and capacity leverage(r) – amplify, synthesize partner 

contributions 
• Place-based focused – tie to specific geographies, on-the-ground issues 
• Educator and trainer 
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Notes from facilitator for LCC Visioning  
What COULD WORK BETTER or BE IMPROVED?  

THEMES  
• Message – stronger, unified, compelling message and messaging plan, internal and 

external 
• Stronger, Wider Partnerships – continue with agencies, researchers, communities, 

tribes; add Native Corporations, business and industry, consumptive/extractive 
and non 

• Implementation – stronger follow through across LCC functions, better 
performance measures 

• Native Organizations – further strengthen partnerships, help increase capacity, 
better representation in LCC staff and leadership 

• “Indigenous Knowledge & Science” – respect differences, better take advantage of 
both worlds 

• Internal Governance & Organization – develop sustainable, forward-looking cross-
LCC structure, funding, tools, shared priorities  

• Maximize Value of Meetings/Workshops – realism about time commitments, 
continued recognition about value and need for collaboration and communication   
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Notes from facilitator for LCC Visioning 
Draft Summary of Ideas 

• Retain 5 Northern Latitude LCCs 
• Create Northern Latitudes Coordinating Group 
• Request FWS continue to endorse LCCs 

• Retain innovative elements of LCCs in DOI 
• Federal sponsorship enables federal engagement 

• Broaden funding strategy for LCC staff and LCC 
projects 
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Notes from Partner at LCC Visioning  
Draft Regional Funding Strategy 

 • LCC Federal Staff 
• Request FWS continue funding at least one US federal position 

per LCC 
• Request partners to contribute to other strategic staff positions 

through inter/intra agency fund transfers 
• Request funding from NGO/foundations through donation or 

Cooperative Research and Development Agreements (CRADA) 
• LCC NGO Staff 

• Develop MOA with one or more NGO for LCC staff support 
• Request funding from partners or foundations directly to LCC 

NGO 
• LCC Projects 

• LCC working groups partner to self-fund critical research needs 
• LCCs develop and publish prioritized lists of projects to attract 

funding from any source 
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Arctic LCC Structure 
• Building stronger partnership with Native Alaskans, State of 

Alaska are DOI stated priorities.   
• Canadian partners are there but collaboration needs greater 

attention to flourish 
• Similar participants across other organizations, like NSSI; 

maintain “implementation” niche 
• Future Governance   

• FWS may not support convening Steering Committees 
• If no FWS support at all, do we want to try to continue as an LCC 

and what does that look like? 
• Formal or informal governance? 

• Steering Committee with limited membership 
• Broad inclusive partnership  
• No overarching Steering Committee, but Chairs of working groups provide 

leadership 
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Arctic LCC Overview 
• Arctic LCC has been productive in terms of tackling climate 

science needs identified by partners 
• 60 projects with more than 400 products 

• Excellent examples of inter-organizational partnerships to 
tackle interdisciplinary science 

• FWS funding has equalized funding across Alaska LCCs, and 
uncertain for future  ($275,000 in FY 17) 

• Technical expertise of federal staff:   
• Paul is Landscape Ecologist ready to tackle big, complex needs 
• Josh is Data/Programming expert 

• Climate change is not a priority for Administration, but still 
important and part of research hypotheses 

• Where can we best contribute in the next 4 years? 
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Possible Future Focus Areas: 
Collaborative working groups that build of existing time 
and financial investment in research, while addressing 
current administration priorities 

• Cumulative Impacts Analysis  
• Modeling examples that address species of interest for primary drivers of change 

(climate-driven habitat change, development impacts) 
• Convening expertise on development management and identifying critical research 

needs across Arctic to understand development impacts   

• Caribou Connectivity (Landscape Conservation Design) 
• Providing science to identify how to maintain protected and connected terrestrial 

and aquatic habitats 
• Potential synergy with State ASTAR planning 
• Arctic-wide community concerns about both costs and benefits of increased 

infrastructure 

• Hydrologic Monitoring and Modeling 
• If not TEON, what?  What research is needed to inform current management needs 

and how can we better coordinate/leverage knowledge and funding? 

• Oceans and/or Coastal Issues 
• What is not being done that we can contribute to?  Previous Coastal tasks largely 

completed? 

• Others? 

Past Groups 
Hydrology 
Permaforst 
Coastal 
Species-Habitat 
Geospatial 
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Discussion notes 
• Formalize a functional relationship between NSSI and Arctic LCC 
• All LCC meeting several years ago was helpful for understanding what else was going on and how 

it might be relevant across LCCs 
• Synthesis is needed 
• Two translation audiences for products:  managers and communities.  
• Communities say they are not being heard, so collaboration is key.  Discussed how to do that in a 

region where they are asked to engage in regulation and science input frequently. 
• Use NSSI recommendations matrix for ideas, details, validation of working group tasks 
• CAFF, CBMP and other Arctic Council initiatives have value and greater awareness of products 

and discussions needed among federal partners. Also good examples of community 
engagement.  Also sharing Arctic LCC and other partner efforts with CAFF important. 

• With regards to offshore needs and linking the land, fresh and salty waters, the One Health 
initiative of the SDWG might be a useful framework/forum. http://www.sdwg.org/wp-
content/uploads/2014/03/Arctic-One-Health-handout-Nov2016.pdf 

• AdaptAlaska is emerging as a place to share science with communities, AOOS and SeaGrant 
should also be at table as we scope Arctic LCC offshore working groups. 
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NSSI Working Groups formed last week  
2011 Barrow Workshop Working Group 
• Charge: Evaluate how/if follow up is needed with Barrow to close out any incomplete activities that are not 

addressed in subsequent studies in 2011 report, and provide recommendation on those activities to full STAP for 
consideration and potential forwarding to OG.  

Aircraft Disturbance Working Group 
• Charge: Pursue an improved understanding and suggest new strategies to address to local concerns on the issue 

of harassment of animals, birds, and hunters by low-flying aircraft on the North Slope. Provide to full STAP for 
consideration. 

Ecosystem-based habitat status monitoring (link with next) 
• Charge: Create an approach for driving collaboration among stakeholders for ecosystem-based habitat status and 

trends monitoring relative to anthropogenic activities (not from natural variability or climate change, etc.) on 
North Slope.  

Focal / subsistence species distribution, abundance, and disturbance-response 
monitoring (link with previous) 

• Charge: Create an approach (or synthesize / harmonizes existing approaches) for focal species distribution & 
abundance monitoring relative to anthropogenic activities (not from natural variability or climate change, etc.) on 
North Slope.  

Document TK specific to subsistence and impacts (climate change & 
anthropogenic) 

• Charge: Produce a summary report that recommends a process to support the optimization of science studies 
and operations through the inclusion of TK and local knowledge. Also determine whether scope extends only to 
marine mammals or beyond.  0000002686



DOI Arctic Cumulative Impacts Workshop 
Executive Summary 

Campbell Science Center - Anchorage, Alaska 
April 12 -13, 2016 

Improved Collaboration and Communication 

• Hold regular, cross-bureau NEPA coordinator meetings (in part, to facilitate the following recommendations). 

• Develop a common language, clear objectives, and standard practices for use within NEPA and related 
documents for cumulative impacts analyses across bureaus. 

• Develop CEQ-based, cumulative impacts analyses training and implement as required, with consistent training 
across bureaus. 

• Each bureau create and save (in a shared space accessible by all bureaus) a consistently formatted, 
comprehensive, up-to-date list of past, current, and reasonably foreseeable actions. 

• Review, and consistently leverage across all bureaus, any best practices and/or lessons learned related to 
ecosystem-based, broad scale cumulative impacts analyses work completed by the Arctic  Council working 
groups (e.g., CAFF, PAME, and SDWG). 

Enhanced Integration 

• Develop a platform/clearinghouse/database for comprehensive, up-to-date information and  geospatial data 
on past, current, and reasonably foreseeable actions, where all bureaus access and work from the same 
database (perhaps maintained by NSSI). 

• Create a shared, comprehensive, land and seascape scale, ecosystem-based, geospatial model to 
support fully integrated cumulative impacts analyses, where all bureaus are working from and 
maintaining the same geodatabases and maps (development leveraging NSSI STAP). 

• Support hiring a cross-bureau landscape and seascape coordinator (not a manager, but expertise and capacity 
to work across and within bureaus) to support Arctic cumulative impacts analysis integration and 
advancement, possibly stationed at DOI Alaska Secretary’s Office. 
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Arctic Strategic Transportation and Resources – ASTAR 
http://soa-dnr.maps.arcgis.com/apps/Cascade/index.html?appid=ab8be9349a08477ebfb66d017e0aec8d 
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The following slides were not 
presented at Arctic LCC meeting, 
but were presented to NSSI 
Oversight Group (OG) on Weds 
Nov 8th. 
General representation of 
foundation for Cumulative Effects 
Modeling. 
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From: Dawson, Durrell
To: Leonetti, Crystal
Subject: RE: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 1:32:37 PM

I spoke too soon… we are holding the stories to next week, likely Tuesday. I’ll check in on Monday to
let you know if it appears to be sticking. Thanks,

Durrell
 
From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 2:56 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
 
That's excellent!  Thanks for the update.

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503
 
Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419
 
“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and
transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)
 
 
On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 10:18 AM, Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

Thanks for clarifying Crystal. We are still on track to air tomorrow briefly on Good Morning
America and then as a full show on Nightline (as long as there isn’t breaking news). At this point
both James Wilder and Todd Atwood will likely both be in the Nightline piece but Doug Damberg
may not make it in. I’m not sure at this point if any of them are in the much shorter GMA spot.
Thanks,

Durrell
 
From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 2:01 PM

To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
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Durrell,
 
Sorry it takes me a bit to get back to you.  I have to run your questions by a few people
before I can respond.  Here is the answer:
 
Short Answer: Polar bears and humans have overlapped in their use of the Barter Island area for
centuries.  The presence of whale carcasses near Kaktovik in association with subsistence whaling has been
reliable since at least the early 1970s, and appears to be a primary factor influencing where bears are
located once they come to shore.
 
Long Answer: As James Wilder said, humans and polar bears have both used Barter Island for as long as we
know. In more "recent" times, one source (Arctic NWR Coastal Plain Resource Assessment, 1987) indicates that 
polar bears have sometimes aggregated at Barter Island since at least the mid-1980's. Similarly, Jacobson and
Wentworth (1982) relate the availability of polar bears for subsistence harvest near the village in more recent
years to the presence of whale carcasses and/or the dump.    
 
Some other key scientific findings:
 
Koski et al (2005): Whale harvest records indicate that since about the early 1970s, one or more whales have
been harvested at Barter almost every year (and presumably whale carcasses have been available to bears each of
those years as well)
 
Schliebe et al. (2008): during aerial surveys flown along the Beaufort Sea coast in 2000-2005, polar bear density
was higher in areas where subsistence -harvested whale carcasses were present; highest proportion (about 70%)
was observed at Barter Island. The spatial distribution (location) of bears on shore also coincided with the areas
where the distance to ice edge was shortest, and where a higher seal density occurred. In other words, Barter
Island is a location where bears can not only avoid fasting when on land during the open water season, it is also
an area where they have earlier access to ringed seals once landfast ice forms. 
 
Wilson et al. (2017) also found that polar bear distribution on shore was most strongly influenced by subsistence
whaling activities (presence/absence of a carcass(es). Other factors included the presence/absence of barrier
islands, and sea ice conditions (date of sea ice retreat and return).
 
Atwood et al. (2016) found that the percentage of radio-collared adult females coming ashore has increased in the
last 15 years (since about 2000), and that they are arriving earlier, staying longer once on shore. 
 
We have the references if you need them, just let me know!
 
Thanks for the great questions Durrell!
Crystal
 

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503
 
Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419
 
“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
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decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open
and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)
 
 
On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 11:21 AM, Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

Thanks Crystal,

And one more question for your team… do we know how long polar bears and humans have
been in Kaktovik/Barter Island together?
 
James Wilder referenced the best available info and local knowledge from elders saying the
polar bears were always present along the coast and around Kaktovik, but I’m wondering if we
have any general idea range… like has it been just decades or centuries that both have been
sharing the region? Thanks,

Durrell
 
From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 13, 2017 2:54 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
 
Hi Durrell,
Yes, Polar Bears are designated as threatened under the Endangered Species Act, and the
Act says that a "threatened designation" means that the species is "likely to become
endangered in the foreseeable future."
 
We are excited to see our people represented well on National news!
Crystal

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503
 
Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419
 
“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be
open and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government
consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)
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On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 8:37 AM, Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
wrote:

Hi Crystal,
 
Just a quick question about the correct terminology that we should be using to refer to polar
bears endangered species status… is “threatened” the same thing as “endangered” or does it
just mean that they are more likely to become endangered in the future? Just want to make
sure we have this distinction correct. Thanks,

Durrell
 
From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 8:22 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Cc: Andrea Medeiros <andrea_medeiros@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Permafrost - Kaktovik
 
Hi Durrell,
Attached are 3 papers and a recent newspaper article about ice cellars and permafrost. 
Below, see our scientist's response to your questions.
 
Permafrost is frozen soil, both near the surface and deeply buried. The Osterkamp
paper provides data showing that the temperature of the permafrost on Barter Island has
gotten warmer. When people say the permafrost is melting, what they mean is that just
the top layer melts in summer, not all the deep permafrost. The ground is a frozen block
of ice in winter. In summer, a layer at the top thaws back from the top. During warm
summers the thawed layer is thicker. Water probably flows into the ice cellars.
Summers are warmer now, so the summer thawed layer is getting thicker. In fall, it
freezes back up to the surface again.
 
Regarding the second question, a number of studies show that coastal erosion rates on
the north coast have increased since the 1970s and it is attributed to decreasing sea ice
during the summer months. Most erosion happens during a few large storms with
strong wind and waves. The only steep banks I know of on Barter Island are along
coast or maybe along shore of lake, so the question in your email must have been about
coastal banks. So the answer is that, yes, they are eroding faster now than before. The
soil on Barter Island is full of huge wedges of ice. You can see the ice in places as you
walk along the beach looking up at the bluffs. Once the ice is exposed to the air it melts
rapidly. So the water does not have to be in contact with the ice to melt it. The sea
water eats away at the bluff at the bottom, the bluff sluffs off and ice wedges high
above the water are exposed to the air and start to melt. 
 
Janet C. Jorgenson
Botanist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave, Rm 236
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
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From: Crystal Leonetti
To: Dawson, Durrell
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 1:34:25 PM

Ok, thanks for the heads up

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 11:32 AM, Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

I spoke too soon… we are holding the stories to next week, likely Tuesday. I’ll check in
on Monday to let you know if it appears to be sticking. Thanks,

Durrell
 
From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 2:56 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
 
That's excellent!  Thanks for the update.

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503
 
Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419
 
“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of
information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of
Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the
Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)
 
 
On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 10:18 AM, Dawson, Durrell
<Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

Thanks for clarifying Crystal. We are still on track to air tomorrow briefly on Good
Morning America and then as a full show on Nightline (as long as there isn’t breaking
news). At this point both James Wilder and Todd Atwood will likely both be in the
Nightline piece but Doug Damberg may not make it in. I’m not sure at this point if
any of them are in the much shorter GMA spot. Thanks,
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Durrell
 
From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 2:01 PM

To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs
Endangered
 
Durrell,
 
Sorry it takes me a bit to get back to you.  I have to run your questions by a few
people before I can respond.  Here is the answer:
 
Short Answer: Polar bears and humans have overlapped in their use of the Barter Island
area for centuries.  The presence of whale carcasses near Kaktovik in association with
subsistence whaling has been reliable since at least the early 1970s, and appears to be a
primary factor influencing where bears are located once they come to shore.
 
Long Answer: As James Wilder said, humans and polar bears have both used Barter Island for as
long as we know. In more "recent" times, one source (Arctic NWR Coastal Plain Resource
Assessment, 1987) indicates that  polar bears have sometimes aggregated at Barter Island since at
least the mid-1980's. Similarly, Jacobson and Wentworth (1982) relate the availability of polar
bears for subsistence harvest near the village in more recent years to the presence of whale
carcasses and/or the dump.    
 
Some other key scientific findings:
 
Koski et al (2005): Whale harvest records indicate that since about the early 1970s, one or more
whales have been harvested at Barter almost every year (and presumably whale carcasses have
been available to bears each of those years as well)
 
Schliebe et al. (2008): during aerial surveys flown along the Beaufort Sea coast in 2000-2005,
polar bear density was higher in areas where subsistence -harvested whale carcasses were present;
highest proportion (about 70%) was observed at Barter Island. The spatial distribution (location)
of bears on shore also coincided with the areas where the distance to ice edge was shortest, and
where a higher seal density occurred. In other words, Barter Island is a location where bears can
not only avoid fasting when on land during the open water season, it is also an area where they
have earlier access to ringed seals once landfast ice forms. 
 
Wilson et al. (2017) also found that polar bear distribution on shore was most strongly influenced
by subsistence whaling activities (presence/absence of a carcass(es). Other factors included the
presence/absence of barrier islands, and sea ice conditions (date of sea ice retreat and return).
 
Atwood et al. (2016) found that the percentage of radio-collared adult females coming ashore has
increased in the last 15 years (since about 2000), and that they are arriving earlier, staying longer
once on shore. 
 
We have the references if you need them, just let me know!
 
Thanks for the great questions Durrell!
Crystal

0000002698



 

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503
 
Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419
 
“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to
inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange
of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of
Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of
the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)
 
 
On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 11:21 AM, Dawson, Durrell
<Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

Thanks Crystal,

And one more question for your team… do we know how long polar bears and
humans have been in Kaktovik/Barter Island together?
 
James Wilder referenced the best available info and local knowledge from elders
saying the polar bears were always present along the coast and around Kaktovik,
but I’m wondering if we have any general idea range… like has it been just
decades or centuries that both have been sharing the region? Thanks,

Durrell
 
From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 13, 2017 2:54 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Subject: Re: ABC News Terminology Question RE: Threatened vs Endangered
 
Hi Durrell,
Yes, Polar Bears are designated as threatened under the Endangered Species
Act, and the Act says that a "threatened designation" means that the species
is "likely to become endangered in the foreseeable future."
 
We are excited to see our people represented well on National news!
Crystal

Crystal Leonetti
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Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503
 
Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419
 
“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to
inform Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government
exchange of information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect,
and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising
the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)
 
 
On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 8:37 AM, Dawson, Durrell
<Durrell.Dawson@abc.com> wrote:

Hi Crystal,
 
Just a quick question about the correct terminology that we should be using to
refer to polar bears endangered species status… is “threatened” the same thing
as “endangered” or does it just mean that they are more likely to become
endangered in the future? Just want to make sure we have this distinction
correct. Thanks,

Durrell
 
From: Leonetti, Crystal [mailto:crystal_leonetti@fws.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 8:22 PM
To: Dawson, Durrell <Durrell.Dawson@abc.com>
Cc: Andrea Medeiros <andrea medeiros@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Permafrost - Kaktovik
 
Hi Durrell,
Attached are 3 papers and a recent newspaper article about ice cellars and
permafrost.  Below, see our scientist's response to your questions.
 
Permafrost is frozen soil, both near the surface and deeply buried. The
Osterkamp paper provides data showing that the temperature of the
permafrost on Barter Island has gotten warmer. When people say the
permafrost is melting, what they mean is that just the top layer melts in
summer, not all the deep permafrost. The ground is a frozen block of ice in
winter. In summer, a layer at the top thaws back from the top. During
warm summers the thawed layer is thicker. Water probably flows into the
ice cellars. Summers are warmer now, so the summer thawed layer is
getting thicker. In fall, it freezes back up to the surface again.
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Regarding the second question, a number of studies show that coastal
erosion rates on the north coast have increased since the 1970s and it is
attributed to decreasing sea ice during the summer months. Most erosion
happens during a few large storms with strong wind and waves. The only
steep banks I know of on Barter Island are along coast or maybe along
shore of lake, so the question in your email must have been about coastal
banks. So the answer is that, yes, they are eroding faster now than before.
The soil on Barter Island is full of huge wedges of ice. You can see the ice
in places as you walk along the beach looking up at the bluffs. Once the ice
is exposed to the air it melts rapidly. So the water does not have to be in
contact with the ice to melt it. The sea water eats away at the bluff at the
bottom, the bluff sluffs off and ice wedges high above the water are
exposed to the air and start to melt. 
 
Janet C. Jorgenson
Botanist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave, Rm 236
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
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From: Arthur, Stephen
To: Leonetti, Crystal
Subject: Re: ANWR photo
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 1:46:35 PM
Attachments: image001.png

I believe that was taken in June of 1998.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 10:57 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
And how about the one by you?  Year and month (approximate is fine)?

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 10:31 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:
I do not know that. Those photos were probably taken in the early 1990s but I don't know
by whom.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 10:02 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:
OK, do you happen to know approximate month and date of the other photos and/or who
took them?  Sorry about spelling your last name wrong in the previous email.
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Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal decision-
makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes enhanced
communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent
without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317
(Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 9:32 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov> wrote:
Crystal,

Regarding the caption for the photo of the Beaver flying over the Porcupine herd: that
is an Alaska Dept of Fish and Game aircraft conducting a photo census of the herd on
the coastal plain.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 8:41 AM, Leonetti, Crystal <crystal_leonetti@fws.gov>
wrote:

Steve,
Mr. Joling is asking for caption information: Month and Year of the photo, plus
photographer's name.  If we don't know the photographer's name, we'll just use
USFWS.  I know the one with the Beaver in the photo is yours.  I think it might be
good if we use "Stephen M. Aurthur/USFWS"  Are you OK with that?

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419
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“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform Federal
decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information and promotes
enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility. Communication will be open
and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation
process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:45 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov>
wrote:

Crystal,

I did find a copy of the photo they requested, but it is not of very high quality. I
don't know if this will be sufficient. This one is also a FWS file photo.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 7:26 AM, Arthur, Stephen <stephen_arthur@fws.gov>
wrote:

Crystal,

I am working remotely so I do not have access to the Refuge photo library. I do
have a couple of similar images on my computer (attached). The two ground-
level photos (pch1 and pch2) are FWS file images; the aerial photo (pch and
beaver) is one of my own.

Perhaps someone at the Refuge can find the specific images from the brochure.

Steve

Stephen M. Arthur, Ph.D.
Supervisory Wildlife Biologist
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
101 12th Ave., Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
(907)455-1830

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:08 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Dan Joling says, of the attached document:

Crystal,

We like the photo on page 3 of the caribou with the mountains in the background. The one that
says “Wildlife” in the upper right-hand corner.

We also like the one on page 7: the aerial view that shows thousands of caribou about he size of
rice grains.
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Thanks much.

I’m leaving now but will speak to you or Andrea on Tuesday.

Dan

Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of information
and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared responsibility.
Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of Indian tribes or the
government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the Interior Policy on
Consultation with Indian Tribes)

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:46 PM, Leonetti, Crystal
<crystal_leonetti@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug and Steve,
Do you have any photos handy that would work for a very reliable Alaskan
Associated Press journalist?
Thanks!
Crystal Leonetti
Alaska Native Affairs Specialist
Alaska Region - R7 External Affairs tEAm

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99503

Direct: 907-786-3868
Mobile: 907-230-8419

“Consultation is a process that aims to create effective collaboration with Indian tribes and to inform
Federal decision-makers. Consultation is built upon government-to-government exchange of
information and promotes enhanced communication that emphasizes trust, respect, and shared
responsibility. Communication will be open and transparent without compromising the rights of
Indian tribes or the government-to-government consultation process.” –S.O. 3317 (Department of the
Interior Policy on Consultation with Indian Tribes)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joling, Dan <djoling@ap.org>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:02 PM
Subject: ANWR photo
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To: "Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov" <Crystal_Leonetti@fws.gov>

Hi Crystal,

Just got an automatic email from Andrea saying she’d out of the office.

We’re looking for an agency photo of caribou on the coastal plain of
ANWR.

I looked in the USFWS digital archives and the selection is pretty limited,
which makes me think I’m not very skilled at using your archives.

The Washington Post had a photo of caribou on the plain with the Brooks
Range in the background. I didn’t see it in the digital archives. Am I looking
in the wrong place? Can you help?

Thanks,

Dan

 

Dan Joling

Newsman

The Associated Press, Anchorage

 

(907)-272-7549, office

(907)-223-2111, cell

 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]
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The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of
the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this communication
is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received
this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution
or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received
this communication in error, please notify The Associated Press
immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank
you.
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From: Gale, Michael
To: Damberg, Doug
Cc: Patel, Kashyap; Morris, Charisa; Jim Kurth
Subject: Re: International Porcupine Caribou Board
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 1:54:04 PM
Attachments: Porcupine.Caribou.Herd.Board.Agreement.pdf

BP Arctic Refuge Porcupine Caribou Board.docx

+ Jim Kurth

Please direct that all inquiries and requests on this issue through Jim Kurth, Deputy Director
for Operations, at jim_kurth@fws.gov or 202.208.4545. I will ask Shawn Finley offline to also
coordinate with Jim through her appropriate channels within the Solicitor's Office.

Attached is a cleared briefing paper of information on this issue, in case that is helpful in
responding to inquiries.

Thanks,

Michael

On Mon, Nov 6, 2017 at 7:38 AM, Patel, Kashyap <kashyap_patel@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Doug,

That's a very reasonable question. I requested that BP while in my temporary role in the
Director's office augmenting the Chief of Staff. I would refer you Michael Gale who was
staffing the follow-on coordination with State on IPCB-related issues when I left. 

However, because I believe Michael may be TDY this week, then I believe Charisa would
be the most appropriate person to coordinate these inquiries, but I could be mistaken as I've
been out of that role for a little while.

Please let me know if there's anything else I can help with,
 

Kashyap

On Fri, Nov 3, 2017 at 8:24 PM, Damberg, Doug <doug_damberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Kashyap:
Our R7 International Affairs Specialist in Region 7 has been receiving a handful of
inquiries about the International Porcupine Caribou Board from DOI and the State
Department.  Do you know who in FWS would be the appropriate person in FWS HQ to
direct these inquiries to?  If not, who else would you recommend asking?  I'm checking
with you based on your recent request for the IPCB BP that we helped prepare.
Thanks!
d

Doug Damberg
Refuge Supervisor, AK North Zone
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1011 E. Tudor Rd.; Anchorage, AK 99503
Office: (907) 786-3329
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Cell: (907) 947-6302

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Castellanos, Gilbert <gilbert_castellanos@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Nov 3, 2017 at 12:36 PM
Subject: Fwd: International Porcupine Caribou Board
To: Doug Damberg <doug_damberg@fws.gov>
Cc: Mitch Ellis <mitch_ellis@fws.gov>

Hi Doug,

As we discussed, there have been a number of inquiries from DOI and Department of
State regarding the International Porcupine Caribou Board.  Can you let me know who at
FWS is coordinating our overall response on the IPCB?  Feel free to send this along to
them, or let me know if I should respond.  I'll send you a couple more inquiries that have
come in. I responded to all of these with a phone call, but didn't reach anyone, so I just left
them a voicemail saying we'd be in touch by email.

Gil-

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Finley, Rebecca <shawn.finley@sol.doi.gov>
Date: Mon, Oct 16, 2017 at 10:32 AM
Subject: International Porcupine Caribou Board
To: Gilbert Castellanos <gilbert_castellanos@fws.gov>

Gilbert,

I'm an attorney in the Fish and Wildlife Branch of the Solicitor's Office at Headquarters,
and, among other things, my practice involves international wildlife issues. I received
inquiries from my management about the obligations of the FWS under the Agreement. 

Accordingly, I thought you may be an appropriate contact in FWS to inquire about
whether the Service has any historical documents surrounding the negotiation of the
Agreement (for instance, an EIS was prepared when the Department of State was
considering whether to enter into negotiations with Canada) or any agency documents
describing FWS' role in implementation of the Agreement. If you have any documents that
may be relevant here or if you could point me to someone who may have these kinds of
documents, could you let me know? 

Much obliged,

Shawn Finley

-- 
Shawn Finley
Attorney-Advisor
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Office of the Solicitor, Branch of Fish and Wildlife
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW
Washington, DC 20240
Phone: 202-208-3972
Fax: 202-208-3877

This e-mail (including any attachments) is intended for the use of the individual or entity
to which it is addressed.  It may contain information that is privileged, confidential, or
otherwise protected by applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient or the
employee or agent responsible for delivery of this e-mail to the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, copying, or use of this e-mail or its
contents is strictly prohibited. If you received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender
immediately and destroy all copies.

-- 

Gilbert Castellanos
International Affairs Specialist

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service - Alaska Region
Office of International Conservation
1011 E. Tudor Road, MS 281
Anchorage, Alaska 99503

E-mail: Gilbert_Castellanos@fws.gov
Phone: 907-786-3850
Fax: 907-786-3303

-- 
Kashyap Patel
Management Analyst
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Telephone:  703-358-1957
Fax:  703-358-1997

-- 

Michael Gale
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting), Director's Office
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

202.208.4923 (office)
571.982.2158 (cell)
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INFORMATION MEMORANDUM 
 
Date:  October 26, 2017 
From:  Greg Sheehan, Principal Deputy Director, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
Subject: Arctic National Wildlife Refuge and International Porcupine Caribou Board 
 
Below is an update on oil and gas drilling issues on the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge and 
background information on the International Porcupine Caribou Board. This is an issue that has 
generated interest from Canada. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
On October 19, 2017, the U.S. Senate passed a budget resolution that could provide Alaska's 
congressional delegation with the opportunity to open part of the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge (Arctic Refuge) to oil and gas drilling. Canada has expressed concern that the U.S. is not 
fulfilling obligations under an agreement from 1987 to notify and consult with Canada on any 
proposed changes that could impact the Porcupine Caribou Herd that seasonally migrates to the 
area being considered for exploration. The U.S. and Canada jointly chair an International 
Porcupine Caribou Board, which meets twice a year.  The Board has not met since December 
2016 due to internal review of all Boards at the Department of the Interior at the Secretary’s 
level.  
 
DISCUSSION  
 
Arctic Refuge was established in 1960 to preserve and protect its unique wilderness, abundant 
wildlife, and recreational value as post-WWII construction and resource development raised 
concerns about environmental losses. With the passage of the 1980 Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA), the size of the refuge doubled, deeming most of the original 
range as “wilderness.” All areas not allocated as “wilderness” became the “1002 Area,” named 
after Section 1002 of ANILCA, which describes the specific data Congress would need before it 
could designate the area as “wilderness” or permit oil development. 
 
The International Porcupine Caribou Board (IPCB) was established through signing of the July 
17, 1987 International Conservation Agreement by representatives of the governments of Canada 
and the United States. The purpose of the IPCB is to conserve the herd and its habitat 
through international cooperation and to ensure continued opportunities for traditional uses by 
local Arctic residents. The porcupine caribous migrate each year from Canada and come to the 
coastal plains of the 1002 area for calving annually in late May. Due to the high numbers of 
caribou that come to this area, it has been regarded as a concentrated calving zone. 
 
The Porcupine Caribou Herd is the largest herd of migratory mammals shared between the U.S. 
and Canada. The IPCB is charged with making recommendations and providing advice on those 
aspects of the conservation of the Porcupine Caribou Herd and its habitat that require 
international coordination so the risk of long-term adverse effects on caribou or their habitat is 
minimized. The Agreement has stimulated significant cooperation between the two countries, 
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including shared research, monitoring, and management activities in the State of Alaska and 
Yukon Territory.   
 
Each country is responsible for appointing four members on the IPCB.  Both countries made 
their first appointments to the IPCB in 1988. The IPCB is co-chaired by a member of the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and Canadian Wildlife Service. In the recent past, other U.S. 
IPCB members have been from the Alaska Department of Fish and Game, and G’wichin and 
Inupiat representatives who are leaders from their villages who wish to continue the hunting 
heritage of their peoples. The Board was active from 1989 to 2000, and again starting in 2011.     
The last face-to-face meeting for the IPCB was held November 30 and December 1, 2016, in 
Fairbanks, Alaska, and Venetie, Alaska. The next meetings will be hosted by Canada and have 
not been scheduled due to a larger review of all boards and commissions within the Department.  
 
Conservation of the porcupine caribou herd and providing the opportunity for continued 
subsistence uses by local residents are two of the purposes for which the Arctic Refuge was 
established under ANILCA. In 2015, the FWS updated the Revised Arctic Refuge 
Comprehensive Conservation Plan (CCP), the document that guides Refuge management 
activities. The CCP reiterates the Refuge’s goals of protection for the Porcupine Caribou Herd 
and its habitat throughout the Refuge.   
 
The international conservation community is keenly interested in all issues related to the 
Porcupine Caribou Herd. The Canadian Wildlife Service and Governments of Yukon and 
Northwest Territories have a significant interest in the health of the Porcupine Caribou Herd in 
order to ensure customary and traditional uses continue. The herd is also depended on by certain 
rural residents in Alaska for customary and traditional purposes.   
 
TALKING POINTS 
 
• The Department of the Interior is currently reviewing the rule that would provide for 

geophysical exploration in the Arctic Refuge.  
 

• We do not have further information at this time.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
Agreement between the U.S. and Canada on the International Porcupine Caribou Board. 
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From: Matuskowitz, Theo
To: Clark, Karen
Cc: Boario, Sara; Gene Peltola; Doolittle, Thomas; Jennifer Hardin; Caron Mckee; Kayla Mckinney
Subject: Re: Due by NOON Thursday, November 16, 2017: Weekly 30-day Projection Report for Federal Register

Documents
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 2:04:06 PM
Attachments: Subsistence, 30 day spreadsheet 14 Nov 2017.xlsx

Updates from OSM.  This has already been sent to Annissa at PPM.

Thanks,
Theo

On Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 8:32 AM, Clark, Karen <karen_clark@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Everyone, Seems we receive these on a weekly basis now. I will keep sending to ensure
we are all on the same page. Thanks for keeping us up to date with HQ :)

Karen

Karen P. Clark
Deputy Regional Director
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service- Alaska Region
1011 E Tudor Rd, MS 374
Anchorage, AK 99503
karen_clark@fws.gov
907.786.3542  office
907.786.3493  direct
907.786.3306  fax

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Craghead, Anissa <anissa_craghead@fws.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 7:55 AM
Subject: Due by NOON Thursday, November 16, 2017: Weekly 30-day Projection Report
for Federal Register Documents
To: Shaun Sanchez <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Jeffery Donahoe
<jeffery_donahoe@fws.gov>, "Miller, Kayla" <kayla_miller@fws.gov>, Eric Kershner
<eric_kershner@fws.gov>, Ronald Kokel <ronald_kokel@fws.gov>, Gloria Bell
<gloria_bell@fws.gov>, Craig Hoover <craig_hoover@fws.gov>, Rosemarie Gnam
<rosemarie_gnam@fws.gov>, Tim Vannorman <tim_vannorman@fws.gov>, Robert Curry
<robert_curry@fws.gov>, Tom Busiahn <tom_busiahn@fws.gov>, Edward Grace
<edward_grace@fws.gov>, Karen Clark <karen_clark@fws.gov>, Madonna Baucum
<madonna_baucum@fws.gov>, Theresa Rabot <theresa_rabot@fws.gov>, Joy
Nicholopoulos <joy_nicholopoulos@fws.gov>, Charles Wooley
<charles_wooley@fws.gov>, Michael Oetker <michael_oetker@fws.gov>, "Eustis,
Christine" <christine_eustis@fws.gov>, Matt Hogan <matt_hogan@fws.gov>, Alexandra
Pitts <alexandra_pitts@fws.gov>, Aaron Mize <aaron_mize@fws.gov>, John Schmerfeld
<john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, "Van Alstyne, Lisa" <lisa_van_alstyne@fws.gov>, Julie
Jackson <julie_jackson@fws.gov>, "Cogliano, Mary" <mary_cogliano@fws.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Jeff Newman
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<jeff_newman@fws.gov>, Bridget Fahey <bridget_fahey@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>
Cc: Sara Prigan <sara_prigan@fws.gov>, Susan Wilkinson <susan_wilkinson@fws.gov>,
Katherine Garrity <katherine_garrity@fws.gov>, "Unbehaun, Nancy"
<nancy_unbehaun@fws.gov>

Hi, all---

Please submit your input for the weekly report of all Federal Register (FR) documents (both notices and rules) estimated to 
clear the Department in the next 30 days.  

IMPORTANT INFORMATION: 

Timelines for This Report
Please use the attached to submit any updates and additions by NOON on Thursday, November 16.  When updating the 
attached spreadsheet, please pay special attention to "Summary," "Estimated Date for DOI Clearance," "Current Status,"
and 
"Has Been at Current Status Since (Date)" responses for your actions. When updating entries, please be aware that this
report
generally covers late November to late December time frames.  Please highlight the cells that you change so that it will be 
easier for us to identify your changes.  Your input should be emailed to Anissa Craghead, Sara Prigan, and Susan
Wilkinson. 

This week’s report should list only those FR documents estimated to clear the Department between November 21
and 
December 21, 2017.  

Other Information
In order to ensure that we don't provide conflicting information during the clearance process, please:
--provide us complete and accurate information for this 30-day projection;
--update briefing papers to include any new dates (and, if applicable, information) UNLESS you've identified a "not later
than" (NTL) 
date that carries notable consequences---such NTL dates should be retained and explained in your briefing paper; and
--upload revised briefing papers into DTS.
DTS entries for your actions must include the most up-to-date information.

Exec Sec continues to urge us to be realistic in terms of the documents we put on this list.  If the document has not
been provided to 
our Director's corridor for surnaming, it probably should not be on the list considering how long surnaming/clearance is
taking at each 
step of the process.  

Please note that Kayla Miller, Special Assistant, Ecological Services in Headquarters is providing the input for both
Headquarters and 
Regional ES documents. 

 

Additionally, PPM will provide updates for all Information Collection notices.

If you have any questions, please contact me at anissa craghead@fws.gov.

 

Thanks once again for your help with this.

 

0000002721



Anissa

Anissa Craghead
Senior Management Analyst, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803

Telephone:  703-358-2445

-- 
Theo Matuskowitz
Regulations Specialist
US Fish and Wildlife Service
Office of Subsistence Management
1011 East Tudor Road, MS 121
Anchorage, AK  99503-6199
(907) 786-3867
FAX (907) 786-3898
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Bureau
RIN or OMB 

Control 
Number

Title Summary Type
Estimated Date 

for DOI Clearance

Critical Date 
(Judicial, 

Statutory, or 
Other)

Current Status
Has Been at 

Current Status 
Since (Date)

DCN (Optional)
Program 

(Optional)
Explain Critical 
Date if "Other"

FWS

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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FWS

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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FWS

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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FWS

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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FWS

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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FWS

FWS

FWS

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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FWS

FWS

FWS

FWS

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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FWS

FWS

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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FWS

FWS

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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FWS

FWS

FWS

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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FWS

FWS

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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FWS

FWS
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FWS 1018-BC92

Geological and Geophysical Exploration 
of the Coastal Plain, Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge, Alaska; Exploration 
Plans; Application Requirements

The proposed rule would amend the 
regulations that restrict the dates when an 
application may be submitted for a permit 
for a geological and geophysical exploration 
plan on the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
lands described in the Alaska National 
Interest Lands Conservation Act.

Proposed Rule early November SEN 6553 NWRS
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From: Brady, Stephanie
To: Brian McCaffery; John Martin; Nicole Gustine; Peter Wikoff; Tracy Fischbach; Hansel Klausner
Subject: Fwd: RDT Meeting Notes - November 14th
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 3:51:02 PM
Attachments: RDTNotes111417.pdf

Yeah Brian for making the RDT notes - thanks for all of your work with FES -
making planning proud! Stephanie

stephanie_brady@fws.gov | Branch Chief, Conservation Planning and Policy | 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service | National Wildlife Refuge System | Alaska | 
907.306.7448

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Davis, Tauline <tauline_davis@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 1:09 PM
Subject: RDT Meeting Notes - November 14th
To: FW7 All Users-dynamic <fw7allusers-dynamic@fws.gov>

Attached are the RDT Meeting notes for the week, as reported and
submitted by the Programs.  Have a great week!

-- 
Tauline Davis
907-786-3542
Executive Assistant
Regional Director's Office
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For Internal Use – Not for Further Distribution 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service - Region 7  

Regional Directorate Team Announcements 11-13-17 

“News You Can Use” – As Provided by Each RDT Member 
For more in-depth news from the RDT on face-to-face visits and program highlights, please visit 

our message board https://fishnet.fws.doi.net/regions/7/RD/rdtblog/default.aspx 

& please visit the Region 7 Fishnet - Site (link is below) 

https://fishnet.fws.doi.net/regions/7/ 

 

Regional Director’s Office (Karen Clark, and Tauline Davis) 
 Greg is out of the office through Wednesday attending the Wildlife and Sport Fish 

Restoration Joint Federal-State Task Force on Federal Assistance Policy Meeting,  

Karen Clark is Acting RD 

 Karen attended the Sea Grant Advisory meeting last week.  Thanks to Aaron Poe and 

Karen Murphy for their support in preparation 

 Thanks to Mitch Ellis and Carol Damberg for attending and representing the Service at 

the Board of Game meeting on Friday 

Tauline Davis (Executive Assistant) 
 The next Open RDT Meeting is Monday, November 20th at 9:00 a.m. in the OSM 

CR.  Can't join us in Anchorage?  Then join us by teleconference as follows:  Dial 

 enter participant code:   

 There will be a Blood Drive at the RO on December 6th, Tauline will be emailing 

out the event participation details this week 

 Tauline is out of the office on leave next week.  Lynne will be Acting RD 

Assistant - November 20 - 22nd, and Lucille Frerich will be Acting RD Assistant 

on Friday, November 24th 

 

Diversity & Civil Rights (Tonyua Robinson) 
Terry Whittaker will teach a Civil Treatment for Leaders class in Homer on November 

15th,  12:00 - 4:30 p.m. 

 

Conservation of Arctic Flora and Fauna (CAFF) Chair 
 Cindi will chair a CAFF Board inter-sessional meeting tomorrow. The 

topics include progress on achieving priorities for the Arctic 

Migratory Bird Initiative (AMBI), including hiring AMBI coordinators 

in three flyways; hosting an AMBI workshop in China in 2018; and 

finalizing revisions to the AMBI work plan.   

 Cindi is working on drafting an agenda for the February 5th meeting 

of the CAFF AK Partners Group. This will be an interactive meeting, so 

at next week’s RDT meeting, Cindi will ask the RDT for feedback on specific agenda 

items.  

 Cindi is meeting with Institute of the North to continue planning for 

the February CAFF Board meeting in Fairbanks. 

 

Assistant Regional Director - Budget and Administration (Doug Mills) 

b5-CIP b5-CIP
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 Reminder:  Please remind staff to only allow known individuals building access. 

Recently an unauthorized person was encountered in the building.  When asked how they 

got in the building, they said they gained access from a building employee.  Allowing 

unauthorized access could potentially place yourself (or others) at risk 

Budget & Finance 

 We are in the final stages of the General Operations and Common Services 

Budget development.  We will distribute it for RDT review this week 

Contracting and General Services 

 DOI-OS Review of Awards >100k Update - October and November award 

packages are currently under review.  On average, the review process has taken 

between 4-6 weeks.  Please continue to list awards for review on our Google sheet 

as soon as you have the required information 

o Moving forward, the deadline to list an award on the Google sheet for the 

next month's review package will be the 3rd Monday of the month: 

 December package - COB Monday, Nov 20th   

 January package - COB Monday, Dec 18th 

 February package - COB Monday, January 15th 

 

Assistant Regional Director - External Affairs (Crystal Leonetti, Acting) 
 Sara is out Monday, back in the office on Tuesday. 

 For Veterans Day, we highlighted several 75th Anniversary stories about the Battle of 

Attu.  See our website, Facebook, and Twitter for those stories.  Thank you Maritime 

Refuge and all who worked on the events.  Thank you to Region 7 Veterans for your 

service! 

 ABC news is planning to air a story about Polar Bears in Kaktovik on Wednesday, 

November 15th on Good Morning America and Nightline.  Thanks to Polar Bear lead 

biologist Jim Wilder and Refuge Supervisor Doug Damberg for being 

interviewed.  Thanks to all who helped on this story! 

 The retired USFWS airplane N754 is now on display in the Anchorage airport!  Media 

event and more stories coming soon. 

 The next Alaska Native Relations training will incorporate all DOI agencies and is 

scheduled for January 29 – February 2nd in Anchorage.  Sign up will be coming out this 

week.  Project Leaders and Supervisors, if you have not yet taken this training, please 

sign up; and also encourage staff who haven’t taken it to sign up. 

 Thank you to everyone who assisted with Questions for the Record (QFRs) resulting 

from the November 2nd, Arctic Refuge Hearing.  We received a variety of questions 

from Senators Cantwell, Wyden, and Sanders. 

 Thank you Migratory Bird Program and Refuges for your assistance in responding to 

Senator Murkowski's staff questions about migratory birds that were forwarded to us by 

HQ. It was a quick turn around and your efforts are most appreciated!  

 On Wednesday, November 8th, the House Natural Resource hearing and markup on 

legislation H.R. 4239 the SECURE American Energy Act. The committee voted 19-14 to 

pass the legislation. The bill will now go to the House floor for a vote.  There are 

potential impacts to the Marine Mammals Protection Act and the Migratory Bird Treaty 

Act if passed into law. 
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 On Friday, November 9th, Senator Murkowski provided legislation to be included in the 

tax reform bill regarding oil and gas development in the coastal plain of the Arctic 

Refuge. The legislation is scheduled for markup this week on Wednesday, November 

15th. 

 Amee will be updating our Congressional highlights handout, and will be in touch with 

program contacts to make any updates. 

 Letters to Tribal Leaders are no longer required to go to Headquarters for approval prior 

to sending. 

 

Office of Law Enforcement (OLE)  
  

 No detail to provide at this time. More to follow.  

  are in the office this week.   

 

Migratory Birds (Eric Taylor) 
 MBM met on Monday and Tuesday to discuss programmatic, regional and national 

topics.   

 

 

 

 

 The Service’s DeHavilland Beaver N754 was installed in the Ted Stevens Anchorage 

International Airport.  MBM received funding from the National Aviation Manager to 

develop a public outreach kiosk highlight the history, surveys, roles, geographic 

landscapes, and people involved in the design and operation of this aircraft 

 Eric is preparing for the Sea Duck Joint Venture Management Board meeting on 

Thursday, November 16, 2017 in LaConner, Washington 

 Eric Taylor will be drafting the spring/summer migratory bird subsistence harvest section 

for the MBM National Strategic Plan. 

 Eric Taylor will meet with Contracting and General Services  

  

 Eric will be on annual leave from Friday, November 17th  through Friday, December 1st 

 Paul Matusewic notified the Division that nominations for March 2018 conference 

attendees are due November 17, 2017  

 Tim Bowman is leading the Sea Duck Joint Venture meetings from November 14-17, 

2017 

 Rick Lanctot is attending the Western Hemisphere Shorebird Group meeting from 

November 12-14 in Peru and then traveling to Argentina on November 15th to capture 

and equip Buff-breasted Sandpipers with GPS and PTT tags the rest of the week 

  

 

 

 

  

 

b5-DP (and not responsive)
b7C

b7C

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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 Robb Kaler, Kathy Kuletz, and Liz Labunski will be attending the annual Gulf Watch 

Alaska Pls meeting in Cordova from November 14-17, 2017 

 Julian Fischer will participate in a Yukon-Kuskokwim Delta biological meeting with 

YDNWR, FES, and USGS personnel 

 David Safine is at the Sea Duck Joint Venture Continental Technical Team meeting in 

LaConner, Washington 

 

Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration (WSFR) - (Steve Klein) 
 Steve attended a WSFR Funding Needs Analysis Workshop with Regional WSFR Chiefs 

and our consultant, PriceWaterhouse Coopers.   

  

  

The BIG Program 

provides grants to states to construct and maintain tie-up facilities for transient boaters 26 

feet or more in length  

 Doug and Tj met with Brenda Bowers and Jeff Hoover from ADF&G’s Wildlife 

Conservation Division  

 

 

 

 

 

    

 

National Wildlife Refuge System (Doug Damberg, Acting)  
 Mitch Ellis is beginning his detail this week as the Acting Chief, Division of Natural 

Resources and Conservation Planning in Headquarter.  Soch Lor is attending LE for 

Supervisors training at NCTC this week.  Doug Damberg will be acting ARD this week. 

 Ryan Mollnow is attending the introductory kickoff meeting for the Regional Hunting 

and Fishing Chiefs in headquarters this week.  

 Wage Grade academy nominations are due the first week of December for the March 26 

to 30, 2018 session at NCTC.  Each Region has been allocated three slots.  A formal 

request will be sent out to field stations this week. 

 Selawik NWR staff, in cooperation with National Park Service staff, will be hosting an 

open house for the Kotzebue community on November 15 in celebration of Native 

American/Alaska Native Heritage month. 

 Reminder that the annual National Wildlife Refuge Association award nominations are 

due on November 15th.  

 The Combined Federal Campaign kickoff event will be held Tuesday, November 14th in 

the Gordon Watson conference room.  Special thanks to Ronnie Sanchez and Toni 

Romero for co-chairing the event on behalf of the Refuge program this year.  

 

Office of Subsistence Management (Gene Peltola, Jr.) 

b5-DP (and not responsive)
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 Wildlife Special Action WSA 17-05 public hearing held in Tok and available via 

teleconference on November 7th, was fairly well attended 

 Eastern Interior Regional Advisory Council voted on November 9th to support Wildlife 

Special Action WSA 17-05 

 Finalizing FSB January Work-session Agenda 

 Ninilchik Traditional Council litigation was dismissed on November 6th, based on 

settlement agreement 

 Gene will be in attendance at the upcoming North Slope Subsistence Regional Advisory 

Council Meeting will be held November 15-17 at the Inupiat Heritage Center, in Utiagvik 

(Barrow).  Jennifer Hardin will be Acting for Gene, she is currently Acting Deputy 

through Thanksgiving  

 Alaska Board of Game meetings are being held this week at the Lake Front Hotel in 

Anchorage.  OSM staff, Gene and Federal Subsistence Board Chair Anthony 

Christianson will be in attendance 

 Khristoffer Santos is currently out of state assisting with disaster relief efforts 

 Wildlife staff are making edits to wildlife proposals in preparation for the Interagency 

Staff Committee (ISC2) meeting 

 

Office of  Science Applications (Sarena Selbo) 
 We are presenting at the Alaska Tribal Conference on Environmental Management this 

week alongside of our Alaska Tribal partners.  We will be sharing, 1) our work on the 

coastal resilience workshops and the new website AdaptAlaska.org hosted by our 

partners at Alaska Sea Grant and, 2) information about the 15 or so projects that the 

Western Alaska LCC has supported on the Yukon 

Delta                                        Descriptions of these projects can be found here 

 Aaron Poe’s new book, Sustaining Wildlands: Integrating Science and Community in 

Prince William Sound will be released this Thursday--more at 

www.SustainingWildlands.com 

 At the NSSI meeting last week, working groups were formed to address ecosystem 

monitoring, subsistence species distribution & disturbance and aircraft impacts on 

hunting.  FWS staff interesting in knowing more and possibly sharing their expertise  can 

contact Wendy Loya with Arctic LCC or Mark Miller, NSSI Deputy Director 

memiller@blm.gov 

 The Science Award Nomination Panel met and made preliminary recommendations to 

present to the RDT next week 

 We are working with Alaska Native Tribal Health Consortium, Sea Grant, University of 

Alaska and Bristol Bay Native Association as part of their Port Heiden Adaptation 

Planning Process.  The LCC staff are engaged to help bring climate and coastal change 

science into the discussions 

 

Fisheries & Ecological Services (Mary Colligan)  
 Marine Mammals Management (MMM) participated in a multi-Agency (NOAA – 

Fisheries, U.S. Coast Guard, State of Alaska, oil and gas industry, and others) spill 

response drill week. 

 This week is a busy week for MMM and co-management meetings.   

 
b5-DP (and not 
responsive)
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 On Wednesday and Thursday, 15-16 November, a 2-day co-management board training 

will take place to help Commissioners that serve on marine mammal co-management 

boards understand their roles and responsibilities.  This meeting is being organized by the 

Indigenous Peoples Council for Marine Mammals (IPCoMM) with support from NOAA 

and USFWS.   

 On Friday, 17 November, IPCOMM will host its biannual meeting.  Patrick Lemons will 

give an update on MMM activities including the Pacific walrus Endangered Species Act 

listing decision  

.  

 Jennie Spegon worked with Melissa Burns and OEPC to finalize our comment letter on 

the draft Section 4(f) analysis for the Metarvik Community Infrastructure Development 

Project. It was signed and sent by DOI,11-8-2017. A big thank you goes out to Brian 

McCaffery, with Refuge Planning for all of his work pulling information together, and 

many thanks to all who contributed to getting this out. 

 Fisheries and Habitat staff attended the Mat-Su Salmon Symposium in Palmer on 

November 8 and 9. 

 

Regional Aviation Management (Nate Olson) 
We will be hosting two courses this December and February which are required to become a 

certified Water Ditching and Survival (A312) instructor. 

 

A223 Water Ditching and Survival Train the Trainer will be offered in Anchorage December 4-

8.  This course is a pre-requisite to teach A312 courses. 

 

If you have a teaching certificate, Certified Flight Instructor Rating (FAA), or other training 

and/or credentials to teach this is the only course you will need to become a certified A312 

instructor.  A waiver is required which is coordinated through myself. 

 

If you do not have the above credentials or a waiver cannot be granted you will also have to take 

A220 Train the Trainer (general) which will be offered in Anchorage February 26-March 3. 

 

We are limited on the number of A312 courses we can offer in any given year due to a limited 

pool of instructors.  We need more instructors in the Region and you need not be a pilot to 

instruct this course.  

 

If you are interested in becoming an A312 instructor you can register for these courses at 

www.iat.gov.  If you have questions please contact me. 

 

The minimum expectation for instructors is to instruct 1 A-312 course per year. 
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From: McCaffery, Brian
To: Wald, Eric
Subject: Timing of caribou in 1002
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 3:51:33 PM

Hey, Eric, 

In response to a recent short-term assignment, I need to find out quickly a) the seasonal span of occurrence of caribou in the
1002 (most importantly, how early in the spring can they arrive, by calendar date and/or % snow-cover), and b) any citations
(or unattributed comments!) regarding the potential impacts of winter energy exploration on muskox in the 1002.  Thanks in
advance if you can provide brief insights on either of those two species.  Needed ASAP.  Sorry for the brief and peremptory
nature of this e-mail--DC deadline looming.  Thanks--hope you and the family are well!

Cheers,

Brian
-- 
Brian J. McCaffery
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Natural Resources Planner
National Wildlife Refuge System - Region 7
Division of Natural Resources
Branch of Conservation Planning and Policy

Phone:  (907) 330-7514
e-mail:   brian_mccaffery@fws.gov

"Do something that scares the living hell outta your boss!" -- Dan Ashe, former Director, USFWS
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From: Howard, Amee
To: annie hoefler@energy.senate.gov
Subject: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 4:23:01 PM

Hi Annie,

I confirmed with our Division of Realty that Kaktovik Inupiat Corporation (KIC) conveyed
lands are not included in the 1.57+ million acres measured for the 1002 area.

Let me know if you need anything additional.

Thanks so much!
Amee

-- 
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"

0000002752



From: Howard, Amee
To: Douglas Campbell
Subject: Fwd: Murkowski Releases Chairman’s Mark to Meet FY2018 Budget Instruction
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 4:27:20 PM
Attachments: Chairman"s Mark FLO17783 11-15-17 Bus Mtg.pdf

Summary of Chairman"s Mark 11-15-17 SENR Cmte Business Meeting.pdf
ANWR Map Plate 1 and Plate 2 11-15-17 Bus Mtg.pdf

Hi Doug,

FYI - here is the legislation that will be marked up tomorrow.

Thanks so much!
Amee

Nov 08 2017

Murkowski Releases Chairman’s Mark to Meet FY2018
Budget Instruction

Generates Over $1 Billion in Revenues Over First 10 Years to Reduce Federal Deficit

U.S. Sen. Lisa Murkowski, R-Alaska, today released reconciliation legislation pursuant to the Senate
Energy and Natural Resources Committee’s instruction to raise $1 billion in federal revenues in H. Con.
Res. 71, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2018.

“Our instruction is a tremendous opportunity both for our committee and our country,” Murkowski said.
“The legislation I released tonight will put Alaska and the entire nation on a path toward greater prosperity
by creating jobs, keeping energy affordable for families and businesses, generating new wealth, and
strengthening our security—while reducing the federal deficit not just by $1 billion over ten years, but tens
or even hundreds of billions of dollars over the decades to come.”

The reconciliation legislation would authorize limited and responsible energy development in a small part
of the non-wilderness portion of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge in Alaska, known as the “1002 Area”
or Coastal Plain. 

The Congressional Budget Office estimates the legislation will raise $1.092 billion over the 10-year
budget window. Between royalties and federal income taxes, it will raise substantially greater revenues
once production from the 1002 Area begins. 

View the text of the Chairman’s Mark here.

View a summary of the Chairman’s Mark here.

View the map referenced in the Chairman’s Mark here.   

Murkowski is chairman of the Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

The committee will hold a markup on the legislation a full week from today, on the morning of
Wednesday, November 15.
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Permalink: https://www.energy.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/2017/11/murkowski-releases-chairman-s-
mark-to-meet-fy2018-budget-instruction

-- 
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"

-- 
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"

-- 
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"
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Summary of Chairman’s Mark  

Reconciliation Legislation  

 

Pursuant to H. Con. Res. 71, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2018, the 

reconciliation legislation contained in the Chairman’s Mark directs the Secretary of the Interior 

to establish and administer a competitive oil and gas program in the non-wilderness portion of 

the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, known as the “1002 Area” or Coastal Plain. The legislation 

defines the term “Coastal Plain” by referencing Plate 1 and Plate 2 of the October 24, 2017 Map 

prepared by the United States Geological Survey.  

The legislation repeals the prohibition on development from the Coastal Plain contained in 

section 1003 of the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 3143), and 

directs the Secretary to manage the oil and gas program on the Coastal Plain in accordance with 

the Naval Petroleum Reserves Production Act of 1976 (42 U.S.C. 6501 et seq.), except as 

otherwise provided. The text imposes a royalty rate for leases at 16.67 percent and allocates 50 

percent of the revenue derived from the program to the State of Alaska, with the remainder going 

to the federal Treasury.   

The legislation requires the Secretary to conduct at least two area-wide lease sales within the 10-

year budget window. The first lease sale is to be held within four years of the Act’s enactment 

and the second lease sale within seven years of enactment. Each lease sale must contain at least 

400,000 acres and be comprised of those areas that have the highest potential for the discovery of 

hydrocarbons.  

The legislation further directs the Secretary to issue any necessary rights-of-way or easements 

across the Coastal Plain for the exploration, development, production, or transportation 

associated with the oil and gas program. Additionally, the text limits surface development on 

federal land on the Coastal Plain to 2,000 acres.  

The Congressional Budget Office estimates this reconciliation legislation will raise $1.092 

billion over the 10-year budget window.  
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From: Putnam, Christopher
To: Fischbach, Tracy
Cc: Wendy Loya; Ryan Wilson; Joanna Fox; Stephen Arthur; Brian McCaffery; Margaret Perdue; John Trawicki;

Edward Decleva; Doug Damberg; Kohout, Jenifer; Steve Berendzen; Karen Clark; Greg Siekaniec; Stephanie
Brady; Socheata Lor

Subject: Re: Review of Regs at 50 CFR 37.32 & Deadline has moved to Thursday at 10 am
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 4:43:15 PM

Tracy,

I haven't read this regulation before, but I see the inconsistency in 50 CFR 37.32(c) with our
oil and gas industry regulations regarding brown bear and polar bear denning special areas. 
We now have over 20 years worth of experience on how oil and gas industry activities on the
north slope affect polar bears.  The State of Alaska currently requires a 1/2 mile activity
exclusion zone around brown bear dens and we currently require a 1 mile exclusion zone
around polar bear dens.  Without getting down into the weeds, there is a lot more to this issue
than a simple activity exclusion zone.  For terrestrial seismic survey activities in proximity to
polar bear dens the activity exclusion zone should be 1 mile.  Let me know if you have any
questions.

Christopher Putnam
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
Marine Mammals Management
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1011 East Tudor Rd, MS 341
Anchorage, AK 99503-6199
907-786-3844 office
907-268-0577 mobile
907-786-3816 fax

"All that is gold does not glitter, not all those who wander are lost; the old that is strong does
not wither, deep roots are not reached by the frost."
-- J.R.R. Tolkien

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 2:23 PM, Fischbach, Tracy <tracy_fischbach@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi all,

I am re-reading later sections of Chapter 37 and am looking at 50 CFR 37.32 Special Areas.

Are these still appropriate?  SOL asked us to consider whether we need to change these regulations as
well.  I know we are on a tight deadline, but we need to do a quick gut check to determine whether we
need to push forward suggested edits to this section.  For instance, I know that we now use a 1 mile
buffer for polar bear dens, not 1/2 mile.

Finally, the deadline has been moved UP.  We now need the draft to Greg and Karen by 2:30 pm on
Thursday.  So.... if you can get something to me by 10 am on Thursday, that would be great! 
Sorry!

Thanks all,
Tracy
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Tracyann S Fischbach
Natural Resources Planner
National Wildlife Refuge System - Region 7
Division of Natural Resources & Conservation Planning
(907) 786-3369

Hours: Mon - Thurs 9:15 am to 3:15 pm
"Getting right down and smelling the fresh soil is good for any one." - from the 1913
Handbook for Girl Scouts by W. J. Hoxie

Need access to Refuge Documents?  
Online Document Database (ServCat)
Need Refuge land status info for Alaska?
FWS Region 7 Land Mapper (FWS version)
FWS Region 7 Land Mapper (Public version)
Region 7 GeoPDF Map Portal
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From: Howard, Amee
To: Douglas Campbell
Subject: Fwd: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 4:56:22 PM

Hi Doug,

Annie had a clarifying question.  Can you take a look and let me know?

Thanks so much!
Amee

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Hoefler, Annie (Energy) <Annie_Hoefler@energy.senate.gov>
Date: Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 2:43 PM
Subject: RE: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question
To: "Howard, Amee" <amee_howard@fws.gov>

Thank you! I assume that the fourth township (post ANILCA) is included in the 1.57 figure?

 

From: Howard, Amee [mailto:amee_howard@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 6:23 PM
To: Hoefler, Annie (Energy) <Annie Hoefler@energy.senate.gov>
Subject: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question

 

Hi Annie,

 

I confirmed with our Division of Realty that Kaktovik Inupiat Corporation (KIC) conveyed
lands are not included in the 1.57+ million acres measured for the 1002 area.

 

Let me know if you need anything additional.

 

Thanks so much!

Amee

 

--
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Amee Howard

Congressional and Legislative Affairs

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Anchorage, Alaska

Office:  (907)786-3509

Mobile: (907)229-8575

https://www.fws.gov/alaska/

"Conservation Begins with Hello"

 

-- 
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"

0000002765



From: Howard, Amee
To: Hoefler, Annie (Energy)
Subject: Re: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 5:34:01 PM

Hi Annie,

That is my understanding, but I will confirm with our Chief of Realty in the morning and get
back to you ASAP.

Have a fantastic evening!
Amee

On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 2:43 PM, Hoefler, Annie (Energy)
<Annie_Hoefler@energy.senate.gov> wrote:

Thank you! I assume that the fourth township (post ANILCA) is included in the 1.57 figure?

 

From: Howard, Amee [mailto:amee_howard@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 6:23 PM
To: Hoefler, Annie (Energy) <Annie_Hoefler@energy.senate.gov>
Subject: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question

 

Hi Annie,

 

I confirmed with our Division of Realty that Kaktovik Inupiat Corporation (KIC) conveyed
lands are not included in the 1.57+ million acres measured for the 1002 area.

 

Let me know if you need anything additional.

 

Thanks so much!

Amee

 

--

Amee Howard

Congressional and Legislative Affairs
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Order Genus Species Common Name 1002 Migrants1002 Accidental/Visitors1002 Coastal Breeders1002 Possible Breeders (inland)Confirmed Breeding Species - ACP (Phillip) Possible ACP breedersBreeding Species - ACP in Arctic Occurs but Non breeding - Arctic Refuge CPComments (Philip)??? Species ACP (Philip) & SteveComments ACP Status Reference Arctic NWR StatusReference Brooks Migrants Visitors Brooks Accitental/VisitorsBrooks BreedingBrooks Probable BreedingBrooks Range Reference Present on checklistMontane Survey GAARS side Migrants Visitor S side Accidental/VisitorsS side Breeders S side Probable BreedersWithin Range Southside/foothillsReference Porcupine River Reference Refgue Migrants Refuge VagrantsRefuge Visitors Refuge Breeder Refuge Probable BreederIn Range
17 Anser albifrons Anser albifrons Greater White-fronted Goose. B Greater White-fronted Goose Greater White-fronted Goose CB Johnson & HerterU to FC SpM, CFM; RB

Garner & 
Reynolds; M RM Valkenberg et al.McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine) P M CSpM Spindler; UB Vuntut B 1

20 Chen caerulescens Chen caerulescens Snow Goose. M Snow Goose Snow Goose CM Johnson & Herter - very few nest in Alaska, Howe Island;USpM, RSV, AFM
Garner & 
Reynolds  M USpM Spindler M 1

21 Chen rossii Chen rossii Ross’s Goose. Ca Ross' Goose Ross' Goose Bred at Howe Island in 1983 UB Johnson & HerterCasSpM
Garner & 
Reynolds Ca 1

22 Branta bernicla Branta bernicla Brant. B Brant Brant CM &FCB Johnson & HerterUB, AM
Garner & 
Reynolds;  M Heimo Korth told to Steve Kendall B 1

24 Branta hutchinsii Branta hutchinsii Cackling Goose (Taverner's) B Canada Goose Canada Goose FCB & molt Johnson & HerterUB, U - FCM;FCM & CM - CRD
Garner & 
Reynolds; M  Paragi (Atigun)/McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine) P B 1

25 Branta canadensis Branta canadensis Canada Goose (lesser). B UB Vuntut P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1
28 Cygnus buccinator Cygnus buccinator Trumpeter Swan. B Trumpeter Swan Trumpeter Swan Bred in ANWR (Kessel and Gibson) CaB Johnson & Herter - several breeding pairs reported in EIS Task Force Report, Kessel and GibsonRB coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds; V? - P USres Johnson P Mauer(01) B 1

29 Cygnus columbianus Cygnus columbianus Tundra Swan. B Tundra Swan Tundra Swan CB Johnson & Herter CB coastal, UV inland
Garner & 
Reynolds M  P M UM Spindler B 1

37 Anas strepera Anas strepera Gadwall. Ca RV Johnson & Herter
2 pairs on 
Canning River Ca 1

39 Anas penelope Anas penelope Eurasian Wigeon. Ca Eurasian Wigeon A Johnson & HerterCasV coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds, Ca 1

40 Anas americana Anas americana American Wigeon. M American Wigeon American WigeonRare breeder (Hohenberger et al.) in foothillsCM Johnson & HerterU TO FCM
Garner & 
Reynolds P  McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork); DittrickP B FCB/USV Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonP Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

42 Anas platyrhynchos Anas platyrhynchos Mallard. P Mallard Mallard UM&B Johnson & HerterRB inland; UM, RSV coastal; present on coast
Garner & 
Reynolds; V  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B UB Kessel and Schaller; Johnson: RB in VuntutP Boyle B 1

47 Anas discors Anas discors Blue-winged Teal. R Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic N 0
49 Anas clypeata Anas clypeata Northern Shoveler. P Northern Shoveler Northern Shoveler UB Johnson & HerterRM RSV - coastal; Beaufort Lagoon

Garner & 
Reynolds, V  P P R Vuntut (breeding)P Mauer(99, 00) P 1

51 Anas acuta Anas acuta Northern Pintail. B Northern Pintail Northern Pintail CB&M Johnson & HerterCM, CSRes, R to FCB
Garner & 
Reynolds M U/RM Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)/Valkenberg et al.McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B CB/UM & SV Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonP Boyle/Mauer(99, 00) B 1

54 Anas crecca Anas crecca Green-winged Teal. B Green-winged Teal Green-winged Teal UB Johnson & HerterUB inland, RB coastal; FCV 
Garner & 
Reynolds; P R/C; poss breederKendall/Payer (Kong.)/Valkenberg et al.; Martin (Achilik)McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B UB/FCR & prob breederKessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonP Boyle B 1

55 Aythya valisineria Aythya valisineria Canvasback. Ca Canvasback Ca Johnson & HerterA
single 
observed at Ca R Vuntut Ca 1

56 Aythya americana Aythya americana Redhead. A Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic Ca Redhead P Boyle Ca 1
58 Aythya collaris Aythya collaris Ring-necked Duck. S side? A Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic Ca Aaron Lang - guide w/ Wilderness Birding Adventures R BNA account V 1
60 Aythya marila Aythya marila Greater Scaup. B Greater Scaup Greater Scaup UM&B Johnson & Herter - Bellrose low densities breeding on Alaska ACPUM, USV - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds - rare B Aaron Lang - guide w/ Wilderness Birding AdventuresSC - Aichilik 1993P V CV Kessel and Schaller B 1

61 Aythya affinis Aythya affinis Lesser Scaup. B Lesser Scaup RV Johnson & HerterRB, RSV - inland; Achilik River area
Garner & 
Reynolds; B UB Valkenberg et al.McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork) P CV/USV/B according to BNAKessel and Schaller/SpindlerP Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

62 Polysticta stelleri Polysticta stelleri Steller’s Eider. V Steller's Eider Steller's Eider U Johnson & HerterRB, RSRes - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds V 1

63 Somateria fischeri Somateria fischeri Spectacled Eider. B Spectacled Eider Spectacled Eider UB Johnson & HerterUB - coastal, USRres
Garner & 
Reynolds, B 1

64 Somateria spectabilis Somateria spectabilis King Eider. B King Eider King Eider Ab Johnson & HerterUB, UM; CB, UM
Garner & 
Reynolds; B 1

65 Somateria mollissima Somateria mollissima Common Eider. B Common Eider Common Eider Ab Johnson & HerterUB, FCM, FCSRes -coastal/FCB on barrier islands
Garner & 
Reynolds;  B 1

66 Histrionicus histrionicus Histrionicus histrionicus Harlequin Duck. P Harlequin Duck Harlequin Duck Harlequin Duck Probably breeds in foothills, but ACP?UV (ACP) - RB (rivers)Johnson & HerterRB, RSV - inland
Garner & 
Reynolds B U prob B on Canning/UBKendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)/Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Ivishak)/McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P R Vuntut B 1

68 Melanitta perspicillata Melanitta perspicillata Surf Scoter. M Surf Scoter CM Johnson & HerterUM, USRes -coastal; on Marsh Creek
Garner & 
Reynolds; P Dittrick  P P UV/USV Kessel and Schaller/SpindlerP Boyle P 1

69 Melanitta fusca Melanitta fusca White-winged Scoter. P White-winged Scoter White-winged Scoter CM Johnson & HerterUM, USRes -coastal; RB - inland
Garner & 
Reynolds RB V R Valkenberg et al.  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork) P CV, B - according to BNAKessel and Schaller; JohnsonP Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) P 1

70 Melanitta americana Melanitta americana Black Scoter. M Black Scoter RM Johnson & HerterUM, USRes -coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds M 1

71 Clangula hyemalis Clangula hyemalis Long-tailed Duck. B Long-tailed Duck Long-tailed Duck Ab Johnson & HerterCB - inland; CB, ASRes,AM -coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds; P U poss B Valkenberg et al.SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B CV, UB/CSpM & SVKessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson, Schaller B 1

72 Bucephala albeola Bucephala albeola Bufflehead. Bufflehead U Johnson & Herter V R Kendall/Payer (Kong.); Aaron Lang (Plunge Creek) V R Vuntut P Boyle/Mauer(01) V 1
73 Bucephala clangula Bucephala clangula Common Goldeneye. M Common Goldeneye Ca Johnson & HerterRSpM, RSV -coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds V SC - Aichilik 1993P P R Vuntut, probable breeder based on BNA accountP Boyle/Mauer(01) P 1

74 Bucephala islandica Bucephala islandica Barrow’s Goldeneye. Barrow's Goldeneye U Johnson & Herter P Ca CaV Kessel and Schaller; JohnsonP Boyle Ca 1
75 Mergellus albellus Mergellus albellus Smew A Sibley A 1
77 Mergus merganser Mergus merganser Common Merganser. V Common Merganser UV/CaV Johnson & HerterCas SV - inland

Garner & 
Reynolds; V  Paragi (Ivishak);  V UV Johnson P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00) V 1

78 Mergus serrator Mergus serrator Red-breasted Merganser. B Red-breasted Merganser Red-breasted MerganserProbably breeds in foothills, but ACP?CM/UB Johnson & HerterUB, USRes, FCM, Cas SV - inland; RB, RSRes, FCM - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds, B FCB;UB  Kendall/Payer (Canning & Kong.); Valkenberg et al.; DittrickParagi (Ivishak), SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork) B U/ CSR & prob breederKessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonP Boyle/Mauer(01) B 1

108 Bonasa umbellus Bonasa umbellus Ruffed Grouse P Heimo Korth told to Steve Kendall P 1
111 Falcipennis canadensis Falcipennis canadensis Spruce Grouse. P P Spruce Grouse P Boyle P 1
112 Lagopus lagopus Lagopus lagopus Willow Ptarmigan. B Willow Ptarmigan Willow Ptarmigan CR & B Johnson & HerterCRes, CB - inland; URes, RV - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds P R Kendall/Payer (Canning)&Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Atigun) P B AbB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson (USRes)P Boyle B 1

113 Lagopus muta Lagopus muta Rock Ptarmigan. B Rock Ptarmigan Rock Ptarmigan CR & B Johnson & HerterCRes, CB - inland; URes, UB - coastal/ U - CB (coastal)
Garner & 
Reynolds; B RB/CB Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)/Valkenberg et al./McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P P R/CSR & prob breederKessel and Schaller/Spindler B 1

116 Tympanuchus phasianellus Tympanuchus phasianellusSharp-tailed Grouse. P irruptive per Heimo Korth via Frank Keim, Fran Mauer also saw one if not on Refuge, very near on P 1
148 Gavia stellata Gavia stellata Red-throated Loon. B Red-throated Loon Red-throated Loon CB Johnson & HerterFCB & CM coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds B C Kendall/Payer (Canning)/Valkenberg et al. P B R, rare breeder - BNA accountKessel and SchallerP Mauer(00) B 1

149 Gavia arctica Gavia arctica Arctic Loon. Arctic Loon Possible breeding near Chukchi coast? N 0
150 Gavia pacifica Gavia pacifica Pacific Loon. B Pacific Loon Pacific Loon CB Johnson & HerterCB & M

Garner & 
Reynolds P R/RV Kendall/Payer (Canning - near foothills)/Valkenberg et al. P B CB/USRes Kessel and Schaller/Spindler et al 1980 (Spindler)/Johnson et al 2000P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

151 Gavia immer Gavia immer Common Loon. V Common Loon UB Johnson & Herterprob RV, RM
Garner & 
Reynolds   P R R, probable breeder -BNAVuntut P 1

152 Gavia adamsii Gavia adamsii Yellow-billed Loon. M Yellow-billed Loon Yellow-billed Loon UB Johnson & HerterRM inland, UM coastal; reported breed at Schrader Lake and Ribdon Valley 
Garner & 
Reynolds; B RV, RB -Shrader Lake and Wahoo LakeValkenberg et al.; Bee M 1

158 Podiceps auritus Podiceps auritus Horned Grebe. P Horned Grebe A; possible breeder inland (Dittrick)Johnson & HerterCasV coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds Ca  Aaron Lang - guide Wilderness Birding Adventures P U Kessel and Schaller P 1

159 Podiceps grisegena Podiceps grisegena Red-necked Grebe. Ca Red-necked Grebe Red-necked GrebeBreeds Colville Delta Ca Johnson & Herter - not breeding N of MacKenzie River delta;CaV coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds; Ca  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork) P P 1

174 Fulmarus glacialis Fulmarus glacialis Northern Fulmar. M UV Johnson & Herter - pair seen 10 km N. of Hulahula River mouth M 1
201 Puffinus tenuirostris Puffinus tenuirostris Short-tailed Shearwater.M Short-tailed Shearwater UV Johnson & Herter - maybe more in western Beaufort, they list few records east of  Pitt PointCasV coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds M 1

244 Phalacrocorax pelagicus Phalacrocorax pelagicusPelagic Cormorant. ? Johnson & Herter - western Beaufort Sea N 0
305 Pandion haliaetus Pandion haliaetus Osprey. A Osprey A Johnson & Herter

single 
observed at V Gill and Amaral 1984 V R Vuntut P Mauer(89, 99, 00, 01) V 1

318 Haliaeetus leucocephalus Haliaeetus leucocephalusBald Eagle. Ca Bald Eagle A Johnson & Herter
Ca few seen 
each year on Ca R Kendall/Payer (Kong.) B B Kessel and SchallerP Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

322 Circus cyaneus Circus cyaneus Northern Harrier. P Northern Harrier Northern Harrier Northern Harrier CV Johnson & HerterRSV & Res - coastal, RB - inland
Garner & 
Reynolds; B B/UV recorded breeding in Vuntut NP/Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Atigun) & breeding along Ivishak;McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993P P U/USV Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; UB - VuntutP Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

325 Accipiter striatus Accipiter striatus Sharp-shinned Hawk. Ca A Johnson & Herter Ca Aaron Lang - guide Wilderness Birding Adventures P USR, probable breeder - BNASpindler P Mauer(01) P 1
329 Accipiter gentilis Accipiter gentilis Northern Goshawk. Ca Northern Goshawk RV Johnson & HerterRSV- inland

Garner & 
Reynolds P B B/USR Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson B 1

347 Buteo swainsoni Buteo swainsoni Swainson’s Hawk. B breeding Mauer et al 1991 B 1
351 Buteo jamaicensis Buteo jamaicensis Red-tailed Hawk. A Johnson & Herter P R Vuntut P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) P 1
353 Buteo lagopus Buteo lagopus Rough-legged Hawk. B Rough-legged Hawk Rough-legged Hawk CB Johnson & HerterUB, USRes - inland; RVC

Garner & 
Reynolds, B B/UB Paragi (Ivishak)/Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)SC - Aichilik 1993P B RV/UB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler B 1

356 Aquila chrysaetos Aquila chrysaetos Golden Eagle. P Golden Eagle Golden Eagle C Johnson & Herterprob RB, U-FC Sres - inland; U-FCSRes - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds B U;C; FC Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.);Valkenberg et al.; Martin (Achilik), DittrickParagi (Atigun & Ivishak)/McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993P B U/FCB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonP Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

373 Falco sparverius Falco sparverius American Kestrel. Ca American Kestrel CV Johnson & HerterCasV  
Garner & 
Reynolds; B B Dittrick at Kong. 1989. 5 young in nest Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork) B CB Spindler P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

374 Falco columbarius Falco columbarius Merlin. P Merlin Merlin RV/RB Johnson & Herterposs RB, RV - inland; RV - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds P R; UC Kendall/Payer (Kong.); Martin (Achilik); DittrickMcConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993P P U/USR & prob breederKessel and Schaller; Johnson P 1

379 Falco rusticolus Falco rusticolus Gyrfalcon. P Gyrfalcon Gyrfalcon U Johnson & Herter - uncommon on coast, FC breeder in foothills and mountainsUB, Ures - inland; RV - coastal, nest in 1002 area
Garner & 
Reynolds; B B/R prob breeder; UBKessel and Schaller/Martin (Achilik)SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B /UB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson (nest)P Mauer(01) B 1

380 Falco peregrinus Falco peregrinus Peregrine Falcon. B Peregrine Falcon Peregrine Falcon UV/CB Johnson & Herterposs RB, RSRes - inland; USV, UFM- coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds, B FCB Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)Paragi (Atigun & prob nest on Ivishak); McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)B U/RM Kessel and Schaller/SpindlerP Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

411 Fulica americana Fulica americana American Coot. V Prey Ritchie 1981(3), 1982, 1984 V 1
421 Grus canadensis Grus canadensis Sandhill Crane. B Sandhill Crane Sandhill Crane UM&B Johnson & HerterRSpM - inland; RB, USRes - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds, V  /McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine) P USV - probable breeder - BNASpindler/Johnson P Boyle/Mauer(01) B 1

432 Pluvialis squatarola Pluvialis squatarola Black-bellied Plover. B Black-bellied Plover Black-bellied Plover UB&M Johnson & HerterRM - inland, RSpM, RB, FCFM - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds, V  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B 1

434 Pluvialis dominica Pluvialis dominica American Golden-Plover. B American Golden-Plover American Golden-Plover CM&B Johnson & HerterFCB & M - inland & coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds; B R/CB/R Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson/Kendall/Payer (Canning)Paragi (Atigun & Ivishak), SC - Aichilik 1993 (breeding);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P V R Kessel and Schaller B 1

435 Pluvialis fulva Pluvialis fulva Pacific Golden-Plover. Ca(?) Johnson & Herter-few collected near Barrow; no record on Arctic N 0
436 Charadrius mongolus Charadrius mongolus Lesser Sand-Plover. CaV Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic N 0
442 Charadrius semipalmatus Charadrius semipalmatusSemipalmated Plover. B Semipalmated Plover Semipalmated Plover UM&B Johnson & HerterRB - inland; RB, RSV - coastal; FCB inland coastal plain

Garner & 
Reynolds; UB B FCB/FC Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)/Valkenberg et al.SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B CB/locally AbB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonP Mauer(99, 00) B 1

445 Charadrius vociferus Charadrius vociferus Killdeer. Ca Killdeer CaV Johnson & Herter- KaktovikCas SV - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds Ca 1

447 Charadrius morinellus Charadrius morinellus Eurasian Dotterel. Ca Eurasian Dotterel CaV Johnson & HerterCas SV - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds, Ca 1

471 Actitis incanus Actitis macularius Spotted Sandpiper. B Spotted Sandpiper Spotted Sandpiper Spotted SandpiperBreeds inland but not sure on ACPUB&V Johnson & HerterUB - inland
Reynolds&Gar
ner - upper B CB Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork) B U/CB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonP Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

462 Tringa solitaria Tringa solitaria Solitary Sandpiper. Solitary Sandpiper RV Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic P R Kendall/Payer (Kong.)/Valkenberg et al.P P USRes Johnson P 1
463 Tringa brevipes Tringa brevipes Gray-tailed Tattler. CaV Johnson & Herter- no record on Arctic N 0
467 Tringa incana Tringa incana Wandering Tattler. B Wandering Tattler Wandering Tattler Breeds inland but not sure on ACP UB - inland

Garner & 
Reynolds B UB/FCB;U poss B/CB; C Johnson & Herter/Reynolds&Garner/Spindler;Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)/Valkenberg et al.; Dittrick Paragi (Ivishak), SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B UB/FCB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson B 1

469 Tringa melanoleuca Tringa melanoleuca Greater Yellowlegs. CaV&B Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic N 0
472 Tringa brevipes Tringa flavipes Lesser Yellowlegs. M Lesser Yellowlegs RV&UB Johnson & Herter,  more common inner coastal plain and foothills,Cas M - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds, P  Paragi (Ivishak); 1989 bird list from Grasser's strip/McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine); DittrickP B CB/AbB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson B 1

474 Tringa glareola Tringa glareola Wood Sandpiper. AV Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic N 0
476 Bartramia longicauda Bartramia longicauda Upland Sandpiper. B Upland Sandpiper. RB Johnson & Herterlocally U to FCB - inland

Garner & 
Reynolds B B/R prob breeder;FCKessel and Gibson 1978;Kendall/Payer (Kong.); Valkenberg et al. Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B CB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson B 1

478 Numenius borealis Numenius borealis Eskimo Curlew. RB(?) Johnson & Herter; adult w/ young on Hulahula in 1983 ? - Gill and Amaral 1984) N 0
479 Numenius phaeopus Numenius phaeopus Whimbrel. B Whimbrel Whimbrel Whimbrel Breeds inland (Franklin Bluffs) but not sure on ACPUB&M Johnson & HerterRB - inland; UV - coastal; likely breeding on plots in 1002

Garner & 
Reynolds; B Kendall - nesting at Upper Coleen 2009 and Mancha Creek 2008P B RV/locally CB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler B 1

485 Limosa limosa Limosa limosa Black-tailed Godwit. A AM - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds A 1

486 Limosa haemastica Limosa haemastica Hudsonian Godwit. Ca Hudsonian Godwit RV Johnson & HerterCas V
Garner & 
Reynolds, 1 at R Vuntut Ca 1

487 Limosa lapponica Limosa lapponica Bar-tailed Godwit. P Bar-tailed Godwit Bar-tailed Godwit RV Johnson & Herter/Derksen et al. 1981RM
Garner & 
Reynolds; P P 1

489 Arenaria interpres Arenaria interpres Ruddy Turnstone. B Ruddy Turnstone Ruddy Turnstone FCB & M Johnson & HerterUB - inland; FCB, UM - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds; V P (pair) Paragi (Ivishak) SC - Aichilik 1993 B 1

490 Arenaria melanocephala Arenaria melanocephalaBlack Turnstone. CaV Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic N 0
491 Aphriza virgata Aphriza virgata Surfbird. CaV Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic B reported breeding in Brooks by Spindler, Bartels and Mauer 1981 (annual narrative)WBA - Canning/Marshfork - 1997P  B 1
493 Calidris canutus Calidris canutus Red Knot. M Red Knot UB&M Johnson & HerterRM - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds, no P M 1

494 Calidris alba Calidris alba Sanderling. B Sanderling Sanderling Bred at Barrow, possibly ANWR UM&B Johnson & HerterRSpM, CasB, UFM/ CFM
Reynolds&Gar
ner - breeding, Ca CaV Kessel and Schaller B 1

495 Calidris pusilla Calidris pusilla Semipalmated Sandpiper. B Semipalmated Sandpiper Semipalmated Sandpiper AbM&B Johnson & HerterCB - inland; AbB, AM - coastal
Reynolds&Gar
ner; Kendall - V U Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.) - nearer foothills V UM Spindler B 1

496 Calidris mauri Calidris mauri Western Sandpiper. M VRM Johnson & HerterCasSpM, FCFM
Garner & 
Reynolds, M 1

497 Calidris ruficollis Calidris ruficollis Red-necked Stint. Ca Red-necked Stint Red-necked StintBred at Barrow RM&CaB Johnson & HerterRM - coastal
Kendall barrier 
islands 2003, Ca 1

498 Calidris minuta Calidris minuta Little Stint. AV Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic N 0
501 Calidris minutilla Calidris minutilla Least Sandpiper. M Least Sandpiper Least Sandpiper Bred at Sagwon Bluffs (Hohenberger et al.), defined as foothillsRM&UB Johnson & Herter-more inland & along foothillsRM, RV -coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds B U poss B Kendall/Payer (Canning); Martin (Achilik)SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B AbB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson B 1

502 Calidris fuscicollis Calidris fuscicollis White-rumped Sandpiper. B White-rumped Sandpiper White-rumped Sandpiper UM&B Johnson & HerterRSpm, RB, UFM - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds,  V CaV Kessel and Schaller B 1

503 Calidris bairdii Calidris bairdii Baird’s Sandpiper. B Baird's Sandpiper Baird's Sandpiper FCB & M Johnson & HerterFCB - inland, UB, UM - coastal/ FCB, UM 
Garner & 
Reynolds, B UB/CB;U/CB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler;Kendall/Payer (Canning)/Valkenberg et al.SC - Aichilik 1993 - several pairs and a nest;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P M UV/CM Kessel and Schaller/Spindler B 1

504 Calidris melanotos Calidris melanotos Pectoral Sandpiper. B Pectoral Sandpiper Pectoral Sandpiper CM&B Johnson & Herter-most common near coastCB, CM - inland; CB, AbM - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds, M Gill and Amaral 1984 P M RV/FCM Kessel and Schaller/Spindler B 1

505 Calidris acuminata Calidris acuminata Sharp-tailed Sandpiper. Ca CaM Johnson & HerterCas M
Garner & 
Reynolds - one Ca 1

508 Calidris alpina Calidris alpina Dunlin. B Dunlin Dunlin CB&M Johnson & HerterUB, FCFM - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds; M UM Spindler B 1

509 Calidris ferruginea Calidris ferruginea Curlew Sandpiper. Curlew Sandpiper Bred at Barrow CaV&B Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic N 0
510 Calidris himantopus Calidris himantopus Stilt Sandpiper. B Stilt Sandpiper Stilt Sandpiper UM&B Johnson & HerterUB, UM - inland; FCB, FCM - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds, B 1

513 Tryngites subruficollis Tryngites subruficollis Buff-breasted Sandpiper. B Buff-breasted Sandpiper Buff-breasted Sandpiper UM&B Johnson & Herterlocally R to FCB; UM - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds -most V RV Kessel and Schaller B 1

514 Philomachus pugnax Philomachus pugnax Ruff. Ca Ruff CaV Johnson & HerterCaV
Matt Monda (at 
Kongakut in Ca 1

515 Limnodromus griseus Limnodromus griseus Short-billed Dowitcher. WBA - Canning/Marsh Fork 1997 (not confirmed) N 0
516 Limnodromus scolopaceus Limnodromus scolopaceusLong-billed Dowitcher. B Long-billed Dowitcher Long-billed Dowitcher UB&CM Johnson & HerterUB, FCSres, CFM - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds, P M UM Spindler B 1

518 Gallinago delicata Gallinago delicata Wilson’s Snipe. P UM&B Johnson & HerterRSV poss B - inland; RV - coastal; displaying Opilak
Garner & 
Reynolds; B FC prob B Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Atigun & Ivishak)/McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B CB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson B 1

524 Phalaropus tricolor Phalaropus tricolor Wilson’s Phalarope. A CaV Johnson & Herter, one at Marsh Fork - Kessel and Gibson 1978 A Kendall 2008, pair at Firth Mancha A 1
525 Phalaropus lobatus Phalaropus lobatus Red-necked Phalarope. B Red-necked Phalarope Red-necked Phalarope CM&B Johnson & HerterFCB - inland,; CB, C to AbM coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds/Marti B U poss B Valkenberg et al.SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B CB/FCSRes & prob breederKessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson B 1

526 Phalaropus fulicarius Phalaropus fulicarius Red Phalarope. B Red Phalarope Red Phalarope AbM&B Johnson & Herter, less abundant east of the Canning River - Slater et al., Derksen et al, decrease inlandUB - inland; FCB, U to FCM - coastal; nest on coastal at least to Jago Delta
Garner & 
Reynolds/Marti P B 1

534 Rissa tridactyla Rissa tridactyla Black-legged Kittiwake. M Black-legged Kittiwake CV (offshore) Johnson & HerterRM - coastal; irregular UV
Garner & 
Reynolds; M 1

535 Pagophila eburnea Pagophila eburnea Ivory Gull. M Ivory Gull UM Johnson & HerterRM - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds; M 1

536 Xema sabini Xema sabini Sabine’s Gull. B Sabine's Gull Sabine's Gull UM&B Johnson & HerterUB, UM - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds; B 1

542 Chroicocephalusphiladelphia Chroicocephalus philadelphiaBonaparte’s Gull. Ca Bonaparte's Gull CaV Johnson & HerterCas V
Garner & 
Reynolds; Ca CaV Martin et al. Kongakut float 1976 V U Kessel and Schaller; WBA - Arctic Village 1997 V 1

548 Rhodostethia rosea Rhodostethia rosea Ross’s Gull. M Ross's Gull RV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic recordCas M
Garner & 
Reynolds M 1

550 Larus canus Larus canus Mew Gull. P Mew Gull Mew Gull Mew Gull Breeds in foothills, but ACP?RV Johnson & HerterRSpM, RSV; prob RB - inland
Garner & 
Reynolds - B C prob B: C prob BKendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.): Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Ivishak & Atigun), SC - Aichilik 1993 (frequently seen);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B CB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonP Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

551 Larus californicus Larus californicus California Gull. AV Johnson & Herter-no record on Arctic N 0
553 Larus argentatus Larus argentatus Herring Gull. M Herring Gull UV&M Johnson & HerterRM, RSV

Garner & 
Reynolds; 1 at M Amaral and Banfield 1985P B B/UB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson (nesting), WBA - Arctic Village 1997P Boyle/Mauer(01) B 1

556 Larus thayeri Larus thayeri Thayer’s Gull. V Thayer's Gull UM Johnson & HerterRM, RSV
Garner & 
Reynolds/Marti V 1

559 Larus schistisagus Larus schistisagus Slaty-backed Gull. Ca Slaty-back Gull CaV Johnson & HerterCasV - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds, Ca 1

560 Larus glaucescens Larus glaucescens Glaucous-winged Gull. Ca CaV Johnson & Herter/collected at Barter Island by Stefansson 1913 (questionable record)
DeCicco 2010 - 
Okpilak Delta Ca Aaron Lang - guide Wilderness Birding AdventuresP Ca 1

563 Larus hyperboreus Larus hyperboreus Glaucous Gull. B Glaucous Gull Glaucous Gull CM&B Johnson & Herterprob UB, USRes - inland; CB, AbM - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds B CB: CSRes Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.): Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Ivishak), SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B 1

564 Hydroprogne caspia Hydroprogne caspia Caspian Tern A
Kendall, 
Chruchwell, A 1

566 Sterna hirundo Sterna hirundo Common Tern. hypothetical V & BJohnson & Herter - Stefansson reported obserations of small breeding colony by Bernard at Jago sand spits, questionable observations N 0
567 Sterna paradisaea Sterna paradisaea Arctic Tern. B Arctic Tern Arctic Tern FCM&B Johnson & HerterRB - inland; FCB, SV, M - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds; P C Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)Paragi (Ivishak);SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P V U Kessel and Schaller; Johnson B 1

576 Stercorarius pomarinus Stercorarius pomarinus Pomarine Jaeger. B Pomarine Jaeger Pomarine Jaeger CM&UB Johnson & HerterCSpM, locally U to CSV, B; coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds/Marti M CM Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Ivishak), SC - Aichilik 1993 B 1

Stercorarius parasiticus Stercorarius parasiticus Parasitic Jaeger. B Parasitic Jaeger Parasitic Jaeger FCB&M Johnson & HerterFCSRes, B
Garner & 
Reynolds/Marti B FC/CM & FCB Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)/Valkenberg et al.SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork) P UM & possible breederSpindler B 1

577 Stercorarius longicaudus Stercorarius longicaudusLong-tailed Jaeger. B Long-tailed Jaeger Long-tailed Jaeger FCB&M Johnson & HerterFCSpM, CSRes; FCB - inland, UB - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds - B UB; U: CM & FCSResSpindler; ;Kendall/Payer (Canning): Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Ivishak & Atigun), SC - Aichilik 1993 (frequently seen)P V RV Johnson B 1

598 Alle alle Alle alle Dovekie. RV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic record N 0
599 Uria aalge Uria aalge Common Murre. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic record N 0
600 Uria lomvia Uria lomvia Thick-billed Murre. M Thick-billed Murre UV&RB Johnson & Herter-no Arctic recordRM - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds; M 1

603 Cepphus grylle Cepphus grylle Black Guillemot. B Black Guillemot Black Guillemot UM&B Johnson & HerterRB, UV, USRes - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds, B 1

613 Aethia pusilla Aethia pusilla Least Auklet. Ca RV Johnson & Herter, near Brownlow Pt (P. Martin) Ca 1
618 Fratercula corniculata Fratercula corniculata Horned Puffin. V Horned Puffin Horned Puffin Bred Cooper Island RV&B Johnson & HerterCas V - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds; V 1

619 Fratercula cirrhata Fratercula cirrhata Tufted Puffin. Ca AV Johnson & Herter, Kendall observed 2 near Okpilak Delta in 2009 Ca 1
784 Bubo virginianus Bubo virginianus Great Horned Owl. CaV&RB Johnson & Herter - foothills and Brooks Range P Great-horned Owl P Mauer(99) P 1
785 Bubo scandiacus Bubo scandiacus Snowy Owl. B Snowy Owl Snowy Owl FCR Johnson & HerterRSRes - inland; R to CB, SRes - coastal

Martin& 
Moitoret, V RV Valkenberg et al. B 1

786 Surnia ulula Surnia ulula Northern Hawk Owl. CaV Johnson & Herter B R/UB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson (USRes)R Boyle B 1
801 Strix nebulosa Strix nebulosa Great Gray Owl. P R BNA account; fair amount on Coleen per Heimo Kurth via Frank Keim and Fran MauerVuntut P R 1
804 Asio flammeus Asio flammeus Short-eared Owl. B Short-eared Owl Short-eared Owl RV&B Johnson & HerterR to CB - inland; R to FCB, M - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds - P FC Sres Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Atigun - pair), SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork), Kendall nesty behavior Upper Coleen (2009) and Mancha Creek (2010)P P R/USRes & possible breederKessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson B 1

807 Aegolius funereus Aegolius funereus Boreal Owl. P R BNA account, common per Heimo Korth via Frank Keim P R 1
815 Chordeiles minor Chordeiles minor Common Nighthawk. Ca Common Nighthawk CaV Johnson & HerterCas V

Garner & 
Reynolds; Ca 1

846 Cypseloides niger Cypseloides niger Black Swift. Hypothetical visitorJohnson & Herter - single bird at Prudhoe Bay 1972 N 0
981 Archilochus colubris Archilochus colubris Ruby-throated Hummingbird. A WBA-Canning/Marsh Fork 1997 - confirm by B. Dittrick A 1
991 Selasphorus rufus Selasphorus rufus Rufous Hummingbird. A AV Johnson & Herter: Kessel & Gibson 1978 one at Barter Island in 1976  A 1

1039 Megaceryle alcyon Megaceryle alcyon Belted Kingfisher. Ca CaV Johnson & Herter; Pokok Bay, 1990 (annaul narrative) P USV - possible breeder - BNA accountSpindler; Johnson (Rare); Martin et al bird list 1976.P Mauer(01) P 1
1104 Picoides pubescens Picoides pubescens Downy Woodpecker. P Heimo Korth via Frank Keim P 1
1105 Picoides villosus Picoides villosus Hairy Woodpecker. P Heimo Korth via Frank Keim P 1
1110 Picoides dorsalis Picoides dorsalis American Three-toed Woodpecker. B B/RR Kessel and Schaller/Spindler B 1
1111 Picoides arcticus Picoides arcticus Black-backed Woodpecker. P Heimo Korth via Frank Keim P 1
1120 Colaptes auratus Colaptes auratus Northern Flicker. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record B Cruz et. Al. B U/CB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson (Rare)U/P Boyle/Mauer(01) B 1
1284 Contopus cooperi Contopus cooperi Olive-sided Flycatcher. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record P P R Vuntut, Kendall and Matsuoka 2009 - ALMS - Coleen RiverR Boyle P 1
1288 Contopus sordidulus Contopus sordidulus Western Wood-Pewee. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record P Kendall and Matsuoka 2009 - ALMS - Coleen River P 1

Empidonax flaviventris Empidonax flaviventris Yellow-bellied flycatcher V Kendal and Tauzer 2010 - ALMS - Porcupine River - 3 birds A 1
1297 Empidonax alnorum Empidonax alnorum Alder Flycatcher. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record P R Kessel and Schaller/VuntutFC/P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) P 1
1301 Empidonax hammondii Empidonax hammondii Hammond's Flycatcher. A Hammond's Flycatcher AV Johnson & Herter- Bailey 1948/Kessel and Gibson - Saddlerochit River 1937 P P Boyle P 1
1311 Sayornis phoebe Sayornis phoebe Eastern Phoebe. A Eastern Pheobe AV

Marc 
Hanneman bird A 1

1312 Sayornis saya Sayornis saya Say's Phoebe. M Say's Phoebe RB Johnson & Herter-foothills and Brooks RangeCas V, AFM
Garner & 
Reynolds B RB/R: UB/FC Kendall/Payer (Canning): Valkenberg et al./Martin (Achilik)McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993 (breeding);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B CB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonR/P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

1354 Tyrannus tyrannus Tyrannus tyrannus Eastern Kingbird. A Eastern Kingbird CaV Johnson & HerterAV
Garner & 
Reynolds; A Amaral and Banfield A 1

1410 Lanius excubitor Lanius excubitor Northern Shrike. P Northern Shrike Northern Shrike Northern Shrike Breeds lower Colville River, but ACP?RB Johnson & HerterRV, poss B -  inland
Garner & 
Reynolds - tall B FCB Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.) & Valkenberg et al. Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B FB/USV Kessel and Schaller/SpindlerR Boyle B 1

1450 Perisoreus canadensis Perisoreus canadensis Gray Jay. Ca Gray Jay CaV Johnson & HerterAV
Garner & 
Reynolds; B FC Kendall/Payer (Canning); Dittrick Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B FB/CR Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson (CR)U/P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

1475 Pica hudsonia Pica hudsonia Black-billed Magpie. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1489 Corvus corax Corvus corax Common Raven. P Common Raven Common Raven UR Johnson & HerterUres

Garner & 
Reynolds - B U; FC Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.); Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Ivishak & Atigun); McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993  (observed fairly frequently);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P P U/UR Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonP Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

1494 Eremophila alpestris Eremophila alpestris Horned Lark. P Horned Lark Horned Lark Rare breeder (Hohenberger et al.) UM&B Johnson & Herter- visitor to coast, breeder in foothillsRB, RV -inland; Cas V - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds, B FCB;RB Kessel and Schaller; Johnson:Kendall/Payer (Canning) Paragi (Atigun & Ivishak);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P (common) V RV Johnson B 1

1497 Progne subis Progne subis Purple Martin. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
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1504 Tachycineta bicolor Tachycineta bicolor Tree Swallow. Ca Tree Swallow CaV Johnson & HerterV PRISM 04 P P R R - probable breederVuntut - BNA account P 1
1507 Tachycineta thalassina Tachycineta thalassina Violet-green Swallow. M Violet Green Swallow CaV Johnson & HerterASpM - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds: one P Aaron Lang - guide Wilderness Birding Adventures P B FB Kessel and SchallerP Boyle B 1

1512 Stelgidopteryx serripennis Stelgidopteryx serripennisNorthern Rough-winged Swallow. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1514 Riparia riparia Riparia riparia Bank Swallow. M Bank Swallow CaV& fall migrantJohnson & Herter-no Arctic RecordCas M - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds, P UC - possible breederDittrick P B R Kessel and Schaller, Kendall and Matsuoka 2009 - ALMS - Coleen RiverP Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) P 1

1515 Petrochelidon pyrrhonota Petrochelidon pyrrhonotaCliff Swallow. P Cliff Swallow Cliff Swallow RB&CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic RecordRSpM, RB - inland; Cas M - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds; B FCB Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork) B CB/FCB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonP Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

1517 Hirundo rustica Hirundo rustica Barn Swallow. Ca Barn Swallow CaV Johnson & HerterCas V
Garner & 
Reynolds, Ca 1

1518 Delichon urbicum Delichon urbicum Common House-Martin. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1521 Poecile atricapillus Poecile atricapillus Black-capped Chickadee. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record V Black-capped Chickadee R/P Boyle/Mauer(99) V 1
1525 Poecile hudsonica Poecile hudsonicus Boreal Chickadee. V  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B FB Kessel and Schaller; Johnson B 1
1526 Poecile cincta Poecile cinctus Gray-headed Chickadee. RR Johnson & Herter B locally C Martin et al bird list - 1976; WBA- Marsh Fork/Canning 1997 & 2000 B UB Spindler B 1
1538 Sitta canadensis Sitta canadensis Red-breasted Nuthatch Ca Reported by Himeo Korth at Coleen/Strangle Woman Creek Ca 1
1583 Troglodytes troglodytes Troglodytes hiemalis Winter Wren. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1594 Cinclus mexicanus Cinclus mexicanus American Dipper. P American Dipper American Dipper RB and possible residentJohnson & Herterlocally UB, Ures- inland

Garner & 
Reynolds B RR; P/R Pitelka 1974 - confluence of Canning and Eagle River, Spindler 1984 - Saddlerochit Springs; Kendall/Payer (Canning- Shublik Springs)Paragi - (Atigun & Ivishak);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork) P UR Spindler B 1

1600 Regulus calendula Regulus calendula Ruby-crowned Kinglet. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record V /McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine)P B UB/AB (spruce) Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson (Uncommon) B 1
1611 Phylloscopus borealis Phylloscopus borealis Arctic Warbler. Arctic Warbler Arctic Warbler Breeds lower Colville River, but ACP?CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record P B UB Spindler B 1
1634 Luscinia svecica Luscinia svecica Bluethroat. B Bluethroat Bluethroat UM&B Johnson & Herter in foothills, very rare V along coastRB, RM - inland

Garner & 
Reynolds; B SC - Aichilik 1993 (1 make singing), Kendall - Several singing males at Sunset Pass and upper Sadlerochit River (2006)P B 1

1638 Oenanthe oenanthe Oenanthe oenanthe Northern Wheatear. V Northern Wheatear Northern WheatearColville/Kogosukruk breeding record (Swem et al.), defined as ACP?UM&B Johnson & HerterRV - inland, A coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds; B UB/UB; CFV Kessel and Schaller, Kessel and Gibson 1978/Kendall/Payer (Canning); Valkenberg et al.McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork) P R Vuntut B 1

1642 Sialia currucoides Sialia currucoides Mountain Bluebird. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record  B Kendall/Matsuoka observed a pair w/nest only Coleen River - 2009, Kendall/Tauzer 1 in burn at Porcupine River, 2010B 1
1643 Myadestes townsendi Myadestes townsendi Townsend’s Solitaire. V  /McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine)P P RM Spindler; JohnsonR/P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00), Kendall and Matsuoka 2009 - ALMS - Coleen River P 1
1663 Catharus minimus Catharus minimus Gray-cheeked Thrush. V Gray-cheeked Thrush Gray-cheeked ThrushBreeds inland, but ACP?locally CB Johnson & HerterCas V

Garner & 
Reynolds - into V CaV Valkenberg et al.  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P (common) B AbB (spruce) -CB (popular/shrub)Spindler; JohnsonFC Boyle B 1

1665 Catharus ustulatus Catharus ustulatus Swainson’s Thrush. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record P B RSV - B Spindler; BNA - breeding from s. slopes of Brooks Range, Kendall 2009 - lower ColeenAb Boyle P 1
1666 Catharus guttatus Catharus guttatus Hermit Thrush. A Hermit Thrush CaV Johnson & HerterA

Garner & 
Reynolds P U Boyle P 1

1669 Turdus obscurus Turdus obscurus Eyebrowed Thrush. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1670 Turdus naumanni Turdus naumanni Dusky Thrush. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1671 Turdus pilaris Turdus pilaris Fieldfare. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1684 Turdus migratorius Turdus migratorius American Robin. B American Robin AV Johnson & HerterCas SV

Garner & 
Reynolds -rare B C; CB Kendall/Payer (Canning & Kong.): Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Atigun & Ivishak); McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P (common) B CB/AbB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonC/P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00, 01) B 1

1690 Ixoreus naevius Ixoreus naevius Varied Thrush. Ca Varied Thrush RV Johnson & HerterAV
Garner & 
Reynolds; V Gill and Amaral 19984 P B R/AbB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson (Common)FC/P Boyle/Mauer(01) B 1

1707 Toxostoma rufum Toxostoma rufum Brown Thrasher. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1725 Sturnus vulgaris Sturnus vulgaris European Starling. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1730 Prunella montanella Prunella montanella Siberian Accentor. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1732 Motacilla tschutschensis Motacilla tschutschensis Eastern Yellow Wagtail. B Yellow Wagtail Yellow Wagtail CB Johnson & Herterlocally R to FCB 

Garner & 
Reynolds - P M RM Spindler B 1

1735 Motacilla alba Motacilla alba White Wagtail. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1740 Anthus cervinus Anthus cervinus Red-throated Pipit. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1741 Anthus rubescens Anthus rubescens American Pipit. P American Pipit American Pipit May breed on ACPUB Johnson & HerterRB, FCFM - inland; RB - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds - B AbB/U; AbB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson/Kendall/Payer (Canning & Kong.): Valkenberg et al.McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993 (some nests found);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P (common) R Vuntut B 1

1745 Bombycilla garrulus Bombycilla garrulus Bohemian Waxwing. Ca Dittrick P B U/FCSRes prob breederKessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonU Boyle B 1
1746 Bombycilla cedrorum Bombycilla cedrorum Cedar Waxwing. A Cedar Waxwing AV Johnson & HerterAV - inland

Garner & 
Reynolds - 2 at A 1

1760 Calcarius lapponicus Calcarius lapponicus Lapland Longspur. B Lapland Longspur Lapland Longspur AbM&B Johnson & HerterAbB
Garner & 
Reynolds B FB/USRes & prob breeder;FCBKessel and Schaller/Spindler; Kendall/Payer (Canning)Paragi (Atigun)/McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine),SC - Aichilik 1993;  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P (common) M FV/UM Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; B 1

1761 Calcarius pictus Calcarius pictus Smith’s Longspur. V Smith's Longspur Smith's LongspurBreeds inland, but ACP?RM&B Johnson & Herter,RV
Garner & 
Reynolds; B R; CB Kendall/Payer (Kong.); Valkenberg et al.Paragin (Ivishak), SC - Aichilik 1993 (one nest found);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B CB Kessel and Schaller; Johnson B 1

1770 Plectrophenax nivalis Plectrophenax nivalis Snow Bunting. B Snow Bunting Snow Bunting CM&B Johnson & HerterCB
Garner & 
Reynolds - B CB; Ab poss breed above 2500 ftKessel and Schaller, Garner & Reynolds; Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Ivishak),SC - Aichilik 1993 (talus slope, one nest found);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P R Vuntut B 1

1772 Oreothlypis peregrina Oreothlypis peregrina Tennessee Warbler. A R Vuntut, Kendall and Tauzer 2010 - ALMS survey Porcupine River Ca 1
1773 Oreothlypis celata Oreothlypis celata Orange-crowned Warbler. Ca Orange-crowned Warbler CaV & RB Johnson & HerterAM - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds; P B FCB - willow/popularSpindler U/P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00) B 1

1775 Dendroica petechia Dendroica petechia Yellow Warbler. P Yellow Warbler Yellow Warbler May breed on ACPCaV & ?B Johnson & Herterposs RB - inland; Cas V - coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds - tall P  Kessel and GibsonParagi (Atigun & Ivishak), SC - Aichilik 1993 - willow forestP B U/FCB in tall willow alder shrubKessel and Schaller/SpindlerU Boyle B 1

1779 Dendroica magnolia Dendroica magnolia Magnolia Warbler. Magnolia Warbler AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1792 Dendroica tigrina Dendroica tigrina Cape May Warbler. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1794 Dendroica coronata Dendroica coronata Yellow-rumped Warbler. Ca Yellow-rumped Warbler CaV Johnson & Herter; Kendall 2003/2004 Canning River Delta P B AB/CB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; JohnsonFC Boyle B 1
1800 Dendroica townsendi Dendroica townsendi Townsend’s Warbler. S. side? N 0
1801 Dendroica palmarum Dendroica palmarum Palm Warbler. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record Palm Warbler Fran says that Heimo saw one - not confirmed N 0
1805 Dendroica striata Dendroica striata Blackpoll Warbler. A Black-polled Warbler CaV Johnson & Herter, Harrington 2010 Canning River Delta V Gill and Amaral 1984 P P R, B - BNA Kessel and SchallerU Boyle P 1
1806 Mniotilta varia Mniotilta varia Black-and-white Warbler. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record  N 0
1808 Setophaga ruticilla Setophaga ruticilla American Redstart. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1811 Seiurus aurocapilla Seiurus aurocapilla Ovenbird. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1826 Parkesia noveboracensisParkesia noveboracensis Northern Waterthrush. Ca CaV Johnson & Herter, Annual Narrative 1982 P P B - BNA U Boyle P 1
1827 Oporornis formosus Oporornis formosus Kentucky Warbler. Kentucky Warbler AV Johnson & Herter, Beaufort Lagoon - Gibson 1983b (Gibson recommends listing as unsubstantiated) N 0
1882 Oporornis tolmiei Oporornis tolmiei MacGillivray’s Warbler. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record  N 0
1883 Wilsonia pusilla Wilsonia pusilla Wilson’s Warbler. M Wilson's Warbler CaV and RB Johnson & HerterCas FM

Garner & 
Reynolds - P  Paragi (Atigun)/Martin et al - Cottonwood Creek/McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), Kendall upper Sadlerochit, Wild et al. Atigun Gorge, Kendall - firth River 2008P B U/UB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler B 1

1988 Wilsonia canadensis Wilsonia canadensis Canada Warbler. Canada Warbler AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
1989 Spizella arborea Spizella arborea American Tree Sparrow. B American Tree Sparrow American Tree Sparrow CM & B Johnson & Herterlocally R to FCB - inland

Garner & 
Reynolds - B C/Ab prob breederKendall/Payer (Canning & Kong.)/ Valkenberg et al.McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993 (common, one nest found);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P (abundant) B AbB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson B 1

1990 Spizella passerina Spizella passerina Chipping Sparrow. Ca Chipping Sparrow AV Johnson & HerterCas V - inland
Garner & 
Reynolds - P R Vuntut, Kendall/Matsuoka Coleen River 2009 P 1

2000 Spizella pallida Spizella pallida Clay-colored Sparrow. A Clay-colored Sparrow AV Johnson & HerterAV - inland
Garner & 
Reynolds - A 1

2009 Passerculus sandwichensis Passerculus sandwichensisSavannah Sparrow. B Savannah Sparrow Savannah Sparrow CB&M Johnson & Herterlocally R to AbB, SV; more common inland; Cas V coastal
Garner & 
Reynolds - P U Kendall/Payer (Canning)Paragi (Atigun)/McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine),SC - Aichilik 1993P (common) B FB/AbB in dwarf and low shrubKessel and Schaller/Spindler;Johnson B 1

2010 Passerella iliaca Passerella iliaca Fox Sparrow. P Fox Sparrow. Fox Sparrow Fox Sparrow Breeds lower Colville River, but ACP?CaV Johnson & Herter, RSV, poss B - inland
Garner & 
Reynolds - B locally common in brush Martin et al at Kongakut and SheenjekParagi (Atigun)/McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P (common) B CB - tall shrub Spindler; Johnson (FC)C Boyle B 1

2011 Melospiza melodia Melospiza melodia Song Sparrow. Song Sparrow AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
2014 Melospiza lincolnii Melospiza lincolnii Lincoln’s Sparrow. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record P R Vuntut U Boyle P 1
2015 Zonotrichia albicollis Zonotrichia albicollis White-throated Sparrow. Ca White-throated Sparrow AV Johnson & HerterAV - coastal/ CaV

Garner & 
Reynolds; Ca 1

2016 Zonotrichia querula Zonotrichia querula Harris’s Sparrow. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
2017 Zonotrichia leucophrys Zonotrichia leucophrys White-crowned Sparrow. B White-crowned Sparrow White-crowned Sparrow CB Johnson & HerterR to FCB - inland; AV coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds - B U; CB Kendall/Payer (Canning); Valkenberg et al.Paragi (Atigun & Ivishak)/McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993P (abundant) B AbB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson (Ab)FC/P Boyle/Mauer(99, 00) B 1

2019 Zonotrichia atricapilla Zonotrichia atricapilla Golden-crowned Sparrow. CaV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record P Kessel and Gibson, BNA account P B UB Kessel and Gibson B 1
2022 Junco hyemalis Junco hyemalis Dark-eyed Junco. M Dark-eyed Junco RM (fall) & V Johnson & HerterRM

Garner & 
Reynolds, B  Dittrick, nests and juveniles on the Marsh Fork of the CanningParagi (Atigun) P B U/CB Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson (Uncommon)Ab Boyle B 1

2023 Emberiza pallasi Emberiza pallasi Pallas’s Bunting. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
2031 Piranga olivacea Piranga olivacea Scarlet Tanager. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
2033 Piranga ludoviciana Piranga ludoviciana Western Tanager. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record A Bob Dittrick Marsh Fork 2007 A 1
2062 Dolichonyx oryzivorus Dolichonyx oryzivorus Bobolink. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
2063 Agelaius phoeniceus Agelaius phoeniceus Red-winged Blackbird. Ca Red-winged Blackbird CaV Johnson & HerterCas V - inland and at Barter Island 1982 (annual narrative)

Garner & 
Reynolds Ca Frank Kiem, Marsh Fork of Canning 2007 R Vuntut Ca 1

2071 Sturnella neglecta Sturnella neglecta Western Meadowlark. AV Johnson & Herterone observed at mouth of Marsh Creek 6/94 during Seirra Club trip - not identified to species (in 1994 annual narrative also mentions 2 previous observations) Western Meadowlark N 0
2072 XanthocephalusxanthocephalusXanthocephalus xanthocephalusYellow-headed Blackbird. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
2075 Euphagus carolinus Euphagus carolinus Rusty Blackbird. M Rusty Blackbird CaV Johnson & HerterCas M - coastal

Garner & 
Reynolds; V R Martin et al. Kongakut River P B UB/FCSRes & prob breederKessel and Schaller; Johnson (prob breeder) B 1

2076 Euphagus cyanocephalus Euphagus cyanocephalusBrewer’s Blackbird. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
2086 Molothrus ater Molothrus ater Brown-headed Cowbird. Ca Brown-headed Cowbird AV Johnson & HerterAV

Garner & 
Reynolds;  Ca 1

2122 Fringilla montifringilla Fringilla montifringilla Brambling. AV Johnson & Herter-no Arctic Record N 0
2141 Leucosticte tephrocotis Leucosticte tephrocotis Gray-crowned Rosy-Finch. V UB &V Johnson & Herter - breeds in foothills, rare visitor to foothills B UB/Ab above 2500 - Valkenberg et al.Kessel and Schaller, Johnson & Herter/Martin(Achilik)McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine);  Dean & Magoun (Marsh Fork)P B USRes & prob breederSpindler B 1
2144 Pinicola enucleator Pinicola enucleator Pine Grosbeak. CaV & UB Johnson & Herter P B R/USRes & prob breederKessel and Schaller/Spindler B 1
2151 Loxia leucoptera Loxia leucoptera White-winged Crossbill. CaV Johnson & Herter P B FC to Ab Res Spindler; Johnson (Rare)U Boyle B 1
2152 Acanthis flammea Acanthis flammea Common Redpoll. B Common Redpoll Common Redpoll UM & B Johnson & Herterlocally R to AB, SV

Garner & 
Reynolds - nest B FC/AbB Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)/Valkenberg et al.McConnell (Ribdon/Lupine), SC - Aichilik 1993P B CB/ + CWRes Kessel and Schaller/Spindler; Johnson (Common)C Boyle B 1

2153 Acanthis hornemanni Acanthis hornemanni Hoary Redpoll. B Hoary Redpoll Hoary Redpoll UM & B Johnson & Herterlocally R to AB, SV
Garner & 
Reynolds - nest B FC/AbB(? Species id.)Kendall/Payer (Canning& Kong.)/Valkenberg et al.SC - Aichilik 1993 (most redpolls were this species)P B CB and CWRes Spindler B 1

2155 Spinus pinus Spinus pinus Pine Siskin. Ca Pine Sisken AV Johnson & HerterRV
Garner & 
Reynolds;  P V RSV Spindler R Boyle V 1

3000 Totals 23 56 59 20 65 16 7 19 13 51 17 10 17 5 65 40 5 11 35 11 109 35 2 # 201
3001 Migrants/Visitors 23 26 27 17 22

3001.5 Vagrants 56 13 5 5 35
3002 Breeders 79 68 105 105 144
3002 Total 158 107 137 127 201

No Record but in Range 5 0

passerine visitors 2

passerine vagrants 12

passerine migrants 0

passerine breeder 40 13
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U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Anchorage, Alaska

Office:  (907)786-3509

Mobile: (907)229-8575

https://www.fws.gov/alaska/

"Conservation Begins with Hello"

 

-- 
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"
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From: Howard, Amee
To: Amee R. Howard
Subject: Fourth Township
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 5:38:10 PM

Also under ANILCA, KIC was entitled to select a fourth township, for a total of
approximately 92,000 acres. This township is within the area administratively defined as the
Coastal Plain. 

A description of the Coastal Plain was published that excluded the approximately three
townships of KIC lands then in existence, even though these lands are geographically part of
the coastal plain and totaled approximately 69,000 acres. (48 Fed.Reg. 1685, April 19, 1983;
Appendix I, 50 C.F.R. Part 37.) 

These lands and a later-selected fourth KIC township that is within the defined Coastal
Plain3 (these four total approximately 92,000 acres) are all within the Refuge and subject to its
regulations. 

-- 
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"
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From: Steve Kendall
To: David Payer; Christopher Latty
Subject: RE: CCP question for you
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 5:54:50 PM
Attachments: Main Refuge Bird list.xls

Hi Chris,
 
I pulled that information from a spreadsheet where I tracked observations (attached) reported to
me, from literature and from daily bird observation lists kept in field camps.  This is what I used to
make the Refuge bird list.
 
I’m not sure if that addresses the question of vetting, but that’s where the info came from.
 
I hope that helps.
Steve
 
From: Payer, David [mailto:david_payer@nps.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 2:16 PM
To: Latty, Christopher <christopher latty@fws.gov>
Cc: Steve Kendall <steve kendall@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: CCP question for you
 
Hi Chris,
 
Off the top of my head, no I don't know the sources. But maybe Steve Kendall could give
some insight?
 
Don't worry about bothering me with these types of questions, I want to help if I can.

-------
David Payer, DVM, PhD | Regional Wildlife Biologist | Natural Resource Sciences Team
National Park Service - Alaska Region | 240 W. 5th Ave. | Anchorage, Alaska 99501
Phone (907) 644-3578 | Fax (907) 644-3809 | david_payer@nps.gov
 

 
On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 1:30 PM, Latty, Christopher <christopher_latty@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Dave,
 
Hope all is well down there!!!  You are missing out on all the fun here at the Refuge these
days :) 
 
I have a question that I feel I should already know, but don't, so I'm hoping you can help :) 
I'm trying to figure out how statements in the CCP were vetted so I can adequately and
responsibility respond to data calls and review various documents that are being produced in
a very rapid fashion these days. Hopefully you can point me the the right direction where I
might find this vetting info....  For example, in the Affected Environments section under
birds (4.3.6) it states, 
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"Common and scientific names of birds follow American Ornithologists’ Union (1983) and
subsequent supplements. There have been 201 species of birds recorded on the Refuge (see
Appendix F). Of these, 109 are confirmed as breeding on the Refuge, and another 35 species
likely breed there, although breeding has not been confirmed. Twenty-two species use the
Refuge during migration only or are regular visitors, and 35 species are rare visitors or
vagrants that do not regularly occur on the Refuge. In the northern foothills of the Brooks
Range, Arctic coastal plain and adjacent marine waters, 158 species have been recorded,
including 79 breeding species and 79 species that are migrants, visitors, or vagrants. In the
Brooks Range, 107 species have been recorded, of which 68 are breeders and 39 are
migrants, visitors, or vagrants. On the south side of the Brooks Range and in the adjacent
boreal forest areas, 136 species have been recorded, of which 105 are breeders, and 20 are
migrants, visitors, or vagrants."
 
Is there a document somewhere that specifically lays out where these numbers come from
and how to locate supporting documentations?
 
The same question would apply to Appendix F (the bird list with relative densities and
distributions). For example:
 
"Greater white-fronted goose – Common spring/fall migrant and uncommon breeder on
coastal plain. Rare migrant in Brooks Range. Common spring migrant on south side."
 
Are there citations and/or sources for these somewhere?
 
Thanks so much!!!  I really appreciate any help you can offer on this!!
 
Cheers
Chris
 
--
Christopher Latty
US Fish and Wildlife Service
Arctic NWR
101 12th Avenue
Room 236
Fairbanks, AK 99701
cell 907-347-4300
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From: Amee Howard
To: john brewer@fws.gov
Subject: Fwd: Fourth Township
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 6:12:35 PM

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Howard, Amee" <amee_howard@fws.gov>
Date: November 14, 2017 at 3:38:08 PM AKST
To: "Amee R. Howard" <amee_howard@fws.gov>
Subject: Fourth Township

Also under ANILCA, KIC was entitled to select a fourth township, for a total of
approximately 92,000 acres. This township is within the area administratively
defined as the Coastal Plain. 

A description of the Coastal Plain was published that excluded the approximately
three townships of KIC lands then in existence, even though these lands
are geographically part of the coastal plain and totaled approximately 69,000
acres. (48 Fed.Reg. 1685, April 19, 1983; Appendix I, 50 C.F.R. Part 37.) 

These lands and a later-selected fourth KIC township that is within the defined
Coastal Plain3 (these four total approximately 92,000 acres) are all within the
Refuge and subject to its regulations. 

-- 
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"
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From: Amee Howard
To: Hoefler, Annie (Energy)
Subject: Re: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 6:19:30 PM

Hi Annie,

Confirmed by our Realty team. The fourth township is included 1.57+ million acre number. 

Thanks so much!
Amee

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 3:35 PM, Hoefler, Annie (Energy) <Annie_Hoefler@energy.senate.gov>
wrote:

Thank you, our markup begins at 9:00 am eastern, so anything you can get me before
that time will be greatly appreciated.
 
From: Howard, Amee [mailto:amee_howard@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 7:34 PM
To: Hoefler, Annie (Energy) <Annie Hoefler@energy.senate.gov>
Subject: Re: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question
 
Hi Annie,
 
That is my understanding, but I will confirm with our Chief of Realty in the
morning and get back to you ASAP.
 
Have a fantastic evening!
Amee
 
 
On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 2:43 PM, Hoefler, Annie (Energy)
<Annie_Hoefler@energy.senate.gov> wrote:

Thank you! I assume that the fourth township (post ANILCA) is included in the 1.57
figure?
 
From: Howard, Amee [mailto:amee_howard@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 6:23 PM
To: Hoefler, Annie (Energy) <Annie_Hoefler@energy.senate.gov>
Subject: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question
 
Hi Annie,
 
I confirmed with our Division of Realty that Kaktovik Inupiat Corporation
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(KIC) conveyed lands are not included in the 1.57+ million acres measured for
the 1002 area.
 
Let me know if you need anything additional.
 
Thanks so much!
Amee
 
--
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"
 

 
--
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"
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From: Hoefler, Annie (Energy)
To: Amee Howard
Subject: RE: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 6:20:47 PM

Thank you, thank you! I really appreciate your help with this!
 
Annie
 

From: Amee Howard [mailto:amee_howard@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 8:19 PM
To: Hoefler, Annie (Energy) <Annie_Hoefler@energy.senate.gov>
Subject: Re: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question
 
Hi Annie,
 
Confirmed by our Realty team. The fourth township is included 1.57+ million acre number. 
 
Thanks so much!
Amee

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 3:35 PM, Hoefler, Annie (Energy) <Annie_Hoefler@energy.senate.gov>
wrote:

Thank you, our markup begins at 9:00 am eastern, so anything you can get me before
that time will be greatly appreciated.
 
From: Howard, Amee [mailto:amee howard@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 7:34 PM
To: Hoefler, Annie (Energy) <Annie Hoefler@energy.senate.gov>
Subject: Re: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question
 
Hi Annie,
 
That is my understanding, but I will confirm with our Chief of Realty in the
morning and get back to you ASAP.
 
Have a fantastic evening!
Amee
 
 
On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 2:43 PM, Hoefler, Annie (Energy)
<Annie_Hoefler@energy.senate.gov> wrote:

Thank you! I assume that the fourth township (post ANILCA) is included in the 1.57
figure?
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From: Howard, Amee [mailto:amee_howard@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 6:23 PM
To: Hoefler, Annie (Energy) <Annie Hoefler@energy.senate.gov>
Subject: Arctic Refuge - 1002 acreage question
 
Hi Annie,
 
I confirmed with our Division of Realty that Kaktovik Inupiat Corporation
(KIC) conveyed lands are not included in the 1.57+ million acres measured for
the 1002 area.
 
Let me know if you need anything additional.
 
Thanks so much!
Amee
 
--
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"
 

 
--
Amee Howard
Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Anchorage, Alaska
Office:  (907)786-3509
Mobile: (907)229-8575
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/
"Conservation Begins with Hello"
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From: Christopher Latty
To: Steve Kendall
Cc: David Payer
Subject: Re: CCP question for you
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 6:21:01 PM

Thanks much Steve!!

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 14, 2017, at 3:54 PM, Steve Kendall <steve_kendall@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Chris,
 
I pulled that information from a spreadsheet where I tracked observations (attached)
reported to me, from literature and from daily bird observation lists kept in field
camps.  This is what I used to make the Refuge bird list.
 
I’m not sure if that addresses the question of vetting, but that’s where the info came
from.
 
I hope that helps.
Steve
 
From: Payer, David [mailto:david_payer@nps.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 2:16 PM
To: Latty, Christopher <christopher latty@fws.gov>
Cc: Steve Kendall <steve kendall@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: CCP question for you
 
Hi Chris,
 
Off the top of my head, no I don't know the sources. But maybe Steve Kendall
could give some insight?
 
Don't worry about bothering me with these types of questions, I want to help if I
can.

-------
David Payer, DVM, PhD | Regional Wildlife Biologist | Natural Resource Sciences Team
National Park Service - Alaska Region | 240 W. 5th Ave. | Anchorage, Alaska 99501
Phone (907) 644-3578 | Fax (907) 644-3809 | david_payer@nps.gov
 

 
On Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 1:30 PM, Latty, Christopher
<christopher_latty@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Dave,
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Hope all is well down there!!!  You are missing out on all the fun here at the
Refuge these days :) 
 
I have a question that I feel I should already know, but don't, so I'm hoping you
can help :)  I'm trying to figure out how statements in the CCP were vetted so I
can adequately and responsibility respond to data calls and review various
documents that are being produced in a very rapid fashion these days.
Hopefully you can point me the the right direction where I might find this
vetting info....  For example, in the Affected Environments section under birds
(4.3.6) it states, 
 
"Common and scientific names of birds follow American Ornithologists’ Union
(1983) and subsequent supplements. There have been 201 species of birds
recorded on the Refuge (see Appendix F). Of these, 109 are confirmed as
breeding on the Refuge, and another 35 species likely breed there, although
breeding has not been confirmed. Twenty-two species use the Refuge during
migration only or are regular visitors, and 35 species are rare visitors or
vagrants that do not regularly occur on the Refuge. In the northern foothills of
the Brooks Range, Arctic coastal plain and adjacent marine waters, 158 species
have been recorded, including 79 breeding species and 79 species that are
migrants, visitors, or vagrants. In the Brooks Range, 107 species have been
recorded, of which 68 are breeders and 39 are migrants, visitors, or vagrants.
On the south side of the Brooks Range and in the adjacent boreal forest areas,
136 species have been recorded, of which 105 are breeders, and 20 are
migrants, visitors, or vagrants."
 
Is there a document somewhere that specifically lays out where these numbers
come from and how to locate supporting documentations?
 
The same question would apply to Appendix F (the bird list with relative
densities and distributions). For example:
 
"Greater white-fronted goose – Common spring/fall migrant and uncommon
breeder on coastal plain. Rare migrant in Brooks Range. Common spring
migrant on south side."
 
Are there citations and/or sources for these somewhere?
 
Thanks so much!!!  I really appreciate any help you can offer on this!!
 
Cheers
Chris
 
--
Christopher Latty
US Fish and Wildlife Service
Arctic NWR
101 12th Avenue
Room 236
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Fairbanks, AK 99701
cell 907-347-4300

 

<Main Refuge Bird list.xls>
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